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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 

[Arndt. 41 

PART 719—RECONSTITUTION OF 
FARMS, FARM ALLOTMENTS, AND 
FARM HISTORY AND SOIL BANK 
BASE ACREAGES 

Subpart—Pooled Allotments 

Action of Receiving State Committee 
and Deputy Administrator 

Basis and purpose . This amendment 
is issued pursuant to section 375 of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1375), section 124 of 
the Soil Bank Act (7 U.S.C. 1812), and 
the Agricultural Act of 1961 (Public Law 
87-128, approved August 8,1961), for the 
purpose of modifying the requirements 
as to operation of a farm under § 719.12 
(f) (3) of the regulations to which pooled 
allotment is to be transferred. Appli¬ 
cations are currently being filed request¬ 
ing transfer of pooled allotments to 
farms. Accordingly, it is hereby deter¬ 
mined and found that compliance with 
the notice, public procedure and effec¬ 
tive date requirements of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1001- 
1011) is impractical and contrary to the 
public interest and the provisions of this 
amendment shall become effective upon 
this document being published in the 
Federal Register. 

Section 719.12(f) (4) (i) of the Regu¬ 
lations Governing Reconstitution of 
Farms, Farm Allotments, and Farm His¬ 
tory and Soil Bank Base Acreages (27 
F.R. 6482, 7382, 11919) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 719.12 Pooling and transfer of farm 
acreage allotments where the farm 
owner is displaced by a Federal, State 
or other agency having the right of 
eminent domain. 

♦ * * * * 

(f) Transfer of allotment from the 

pool. * * * 

(4) Action of receiving State commit¬ 
tee and Deputy Administrator . (i) The 

approval of a transfer of allotment under 
this paragraph by the receiving county 
committee shall be effective only upon 
approval by the receiving State com¬ 
mittee and concurrence by the Deputy 
Administrator. Notwithstanding any 
other provisions of this section, the re¬ 
ceiving State committee, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Deputy Administrator may 
authorize a transfer of allotment in any 
case where the displaced owner presents 
evidence satisfactory to the receiving 
State committee and the Deputy Admin¬ 


istrator that the eligibility requirements 
of subparagraph (3) (ii), (iii), or (iv) 
of this paragraph cannot be met without 
creating a hardship because of illness, 
old age, multiple farm ownership or lack 
of a dwelling on the farm to which allot¬ 
ment is to be transferred. 

(Secs. 16(d), 75 Stat. 302, 375, 52 Stat. 66, as 
amended, 378, 72 Stat. 988, 124, 70 Stat. 198; 
16 U.S.C. 590p, 7 U.S.C. 1375, 1378, 1812) 

Effective date: Date of publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 19,1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[P JEL. Doc. 63-1979; Piled, Peb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.J 


Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 

(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER I—DETERMINATION OF PRICES 

[Sugar Determination 878.151 

PART 878—SUGARCANE; VIRGIN 
ISLANDS 

Prices; 1963 Crop 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(2) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended, and as further amended by 
Public Law 87-535 and Public Law 87- 
539 (herein referred to as “act”), after 
investigation and due consideration of 
the evidence obtained at the public hear¬ 
ing held in Christians ted, St. Croix, Vir¬ 
gin Islands, on October 23, 1962, the 
following determination is hereby is¬ 
sued: 

§ 878.15 Fair and reasonable prices for 
the 1963 crop of Virgin Islands 
sugarcane. 

A producer of sugarcane in the Virgin 
Islands who is also a processor of sugar¬ 
cane (herein referred to as “processor”), 
shall have paid, or contracted to pay, for 
sugarcane of the 1963 crop grown by 
other producers and processed by him at 
rates not less than those determined in 
accordance with the following require¬ 
ments, or at a combined rate of not less 
than the sum of the rates determined in 
accordance with the following require¬ 
ments: 

(a) Definitions. For the purpose of 
this section, the term: 

(1) “Raw sugar” means raw sugar as 
made converted to a 96° basis. 

(2) “Settlement period” means the 
two-week period in which sugarcane is 
delivered by the producer to the proces¬ 
sor. The first such period shall start 
on Monday of the week grinding com¬ 
mences and successive periods shall start 
at two-week intervals thereafter. Odd 
days at the end of the grinding season 


shall be included in the preceding period 
if less than 7 days and if 7 days or more 
shall constitute a separate settlement 
period. 

(3) “Price of raw sugar” means the 
simple average of the daily spot quota¬ 
tions for sugar deliverable under the New 
York Coffee and Sugar Exchange No. 7 
domestic contract (bulk sugar) for the 
settlement period, except that, if the 
Director of the Policy and Program Ap¬ 
praisal Division, Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Washington, 25, 
D.C., determines that any such price quo¬ 
tation does not reflect the true market 
value of raw sugar because of inadequate 
volume or other factors, he may desig¬ 
nate the price to be effective under this 
determination, which he determines will 
reflect the true market value of raw 
sugar. 

(4) “F.O.B. mill price” means the 
price of raw sugar minus selling and 
delivery expenses actually incurred by 
the processor in marketing raw sugar of 
the 1963 crop. 

(5) “Yield of raw sugar” means the 
quantity of raw sugar recovered per 100 
pounds of sugarcane determined for 
each settlement period in accordance 
with the following procedure: 

(i) A representative sample shall be 
taken of each producer’s daily deliveries 
of sugarcane during the settlement pe¬ 
riod and ground by a laboratory power 
mill. The juice extracted therefrom 
shall be analyzed for Brix and sucrose 
content by standard methods of analysis. 

(ii) Application shall then be made of 
the formula, R=(S—0.3B)F, where: 

R =Yield of raw sugar. 

S =Sucrose content of the laboratory power 
mill juice obtained from the sugar¬ 
cane of each producer. 

B = Brix of the laboratory power mill juice 
obtained from the sugarcane of each 
producer. 

F =Yield factor which is determined as 
follows: 

(a) Determine the “tentative recovery of 

raw sugar” for each producer delivering 
sugarcane during the settlement period, from 
the product of the formula (S — 0.3B), and 
the number of hundredweights of sugar¬ 
cane; and * 

(b) Divide the pounds of raw sugar, 96° 
basis, produced and estimated from all sugar¬ 
cane received and tested during the settle¬ 
ment period by the sum of the “tentative 
recoveries of raw sugar” for all producers to 
obtain the yield factor F. 

(iii) In the event any sugarcane was 
not processed during the settlement pe¬ 
riod in which it was received and tested, 
the quantity of sugar produced during 
such period shall be increased by attrib¬ 
uting to such sugarcane an estimated 
quantity determined by multiplying the 
number of tons of such unprocessed 
sugarcane by the average percentage of 
sugar, 96° basis, that was recovered from 
all sugarcane processed during such set¬ 
tlement period. The quantity of sugar 
so estimated shall be deducted from the 
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sugar produced during the subsequent 
period. 

(b) Payment for sugarcane . (1) The 
payment of sugarcane delivered by the 
producer to the processor during a set¬ 
tlement period shall be calculated on the 
basis of the f.o.b. mill price for that 
portion of the raw sugar determined by 
applying not less than the following ap¬ 
plicable percentage to the yield of raw 
sugar from the producer’s sugarcane: 


Pounds of raw sugar per 

100 pounds of sugarcane: Percentage 

6.0_ 53. 0 

7.0_ 54. 0 

8.0_ 55. 0 

9.0_ 56.0 

10.0_ 57. 0 

11.0_ 58.0 

12.0_ 59.0 


Intermediate points within the scale are 
to be interpolated to the nearest one-tenth 
point. Points below 6 pounds or above 12 
pounds of raw sugar are to be in proportion 
to the immediately preceding interval. 

(2) The processor shall pay to the 
producer for each 100 pounds of sugar¬ 
cane delivered an amount for molasses 
computed by applying the following ap¬ 
plicable percentage to the product of 
10.75 cents per gallon and the average 
number of gallons of blackstrap molasses 
produced per 100 pounds of sugarcane 
of the 1963 crop: 

Pounds of raw sugar per 100 


pounds of sugarcane: Percentage 

6.0 _ 86 . 0 

7.0_ 80. 0 

8.0_ 74. 0 

9.0__ 68. 0 

10.0_ 62. 0 

11.0_ 56.0 

12.0_ 50. 0 


Intermediate points within the scale are 
to be interpolated to the nearest one-tenth 
point. Points below 6 pounds or above 12 
pounds of raw sugar are to be in proportion 
to the immediately preceding interval. 

(c) Delivery point and transportation 
allowances. The price for sugarcane 
established by this section shall be appli¬ 
cable to sugarcane delivered to the mill. 
For each 100 pounds of sugarcane de¬ 
livered to the mill the processor shall 
make an allowance to the producer for 
loading and transporting such sugarcane 
in an amount not less than one-half of 
the loading and transportation rate ap¬ 
plicable to the 1962 crop. The rates 
and allowances shall be posted at the 
mill by the processor. 

(d) Reporting requirements. The 
processor shall submit in duplicate to 
the Caribbean Area Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation Service Office, 
Santurce, Puerto Rico, for approval a 
certified statement itemizing the actual 
expenses deducted in determining the 
f.o.b. mill price of raw sugar. 

(e) Subterfuge. The processor shall 
not reduce the returns to the producer 
below those determined in accordance 
with the requirements of this determina¬ 
tion through any subterfuge or device 
whatsoever. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

(a) General. The foregoing deter¬ 
mination establishes the fair and reason¬ 
able price requirements which must be 
met, as one of the conditions for pay¬ 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ment under the act, by a producer who 
processes sugarcane of the 1963 crop 
grown by other producers. 

(b) Requirements of the act. Section 
301(c) (2) of the act provides as a condi¬ 
tion for payment, that the producer 
on the farm who is also directly or 
indirectly a processor of sugarcane, as 
may be determined by the Secretary, 
shall have paid, or contracted to pay, 
under either purchase or toll agreements, 
for sugarcane grown by other producers 
and processed by him at rates not less 
than those that may be determined by 
the Secretary to be fair and reasonable 
after investigation and due notice and 
opportunity for public hearing. 

(c) 1963 price determination. The 
provisions of this determination are the 
same as those of the 1962 crop deter¬ 
mination. The formula for computing 
the molasses payment to producers re¬ 
flects the most recent 5-year average net 
proceeds per gallon of molasses received 
by processors in Puerto Rico. 

A public hearing was held in Chris- 
tiansted, St. Croix, Virgin Islands, on 
October 23, 1962, at which interested 
persons were afforded the opportunity to 
testify with respect to fair and reason¬ 
able prices for the 1963 crop of sugar¬ 
cane. The representative of the Virgin 
Islands Corporation recommended that 
the provisions of the 1963 crop deter¬ 
mination be the same as those for the 
1962 crop determination. He stated that 
the Board of Directors of the Corpora¬ 
tion had informed the sugarcane pro¬ 
ducers on St. Croix that the operation of 
its sugarcane mill was not assured 
beyond the completion of the 1963 crop. 
The witness stated that the 1962 crop 
was slightly better than average; that 
the Corporation paid producers a higher 
percentage share of the sugar recovered 
from the 1962 crop sugarcane than re¬ 
quired by the fair price determination 
and that payment for the 1963 crop of 
sugarcane would be on the same basis; 
and that payment to producers for 
molasses was based on the price specified 
in the 1962 crop determination, although 
the sales price realized by the Corpora¬ 
tion was higher. 

Consideration has been given to the 
recommendations made at the hearing, 
to the returns, costs, and profits of pro¬ 
ducing and processing sugarcane ob¬ 
tained by field study for prior years, and 
recast to reflect prospective price and 
production conditions for the 1963 crop, 
and to other pertinent factors. Analysis 
of these data indicates that the sharing 
relationship provided in this deter¬ 
mination is favorable to independent 
producers. 

The Virgin Islands Corporation is the 
largest producer and^ only processor of 
sugarcane in the Virgin Islands. Since 
its formation in 1949, the Corporation’s 
sugarcane growing operation has shown 
a profit in 1956, 1957, 1959, and 1961. 
However, the sugarcane processing 
operation has never been profitable and 
in years when the crop has been severely 
curtailed by drought the processing 
losses have been substantial. In 1957, 
the profit on sugarcane production was 
sufficient to offset the losses on sugar¬ 
cane processing and only in that year 


has a profit been realized on the overall 
sugar operations of the Corporation. 

The provision of prior determinations 
which based the molasses payment to 
producers on the most recent 5-year 
average net proceeds per gallon received 
by processors in Puerto Rico from sales 
of molasses is continued. The net pro¬ 
ceeds to be applied in the molasses pay¬ 
ment formula for the 1963 crop is 10.75 
cents per gallon, which compares with 
10.5 cents for the 1962 crop. 

On the basis of an examination of all 
relevant factors, the provisions of this 
determination are deemed to be fair and 
reasonable. 

Accordingly, I hereby find and con¬ 
clude that the foregoing price determi¬ 
nation will effectuate the price provi¬ 
sions of the act. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1153. 
Interprets or applies sec. 301, 61 Stat. 929; 
7 U.S.C. 1131, as amended by Public Law 
87-535 and Public Law 87-539) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 18,1963. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1969; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Tree 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Navel Orange Reg. 28] 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 907.328 Navel Orange Regulation 28. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907; 27 F.R. 10087), regulating the han¬ 
dling of navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California, ef¬ 
fective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601— 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Navel Orange Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of such navel oranges 
as hereinafter provided will tend to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making proce¬ 
dure, and postpone the effective date of 
this section until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time in¬ 
tervening between the date when infor¬ 
mation upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient, and a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
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for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for navel 
oranges and the need for regulation; in¬ 
terested persons were afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to submit information and views 
at this meeting; the recommendation 
and supporting information for regula¬ 
tion during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
navel oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this section effective during 
the period herein specified; and com¬ 
pliance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on February 20,1963. 

(b) Order . (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., February 24, 
1963, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
March 3, 1963, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 550,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement; 

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
“District 4,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 20,1963. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service . 

IF.R. Doc. 63-2049; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

11:27 ajn.j 


[Valencia Orange Reg. 35] 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DES¬ 
IGNATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 908.335 Valencia Orange Regulation 
35. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908; 27 F.R. 10089), regulating the 
handling of Valencia oranges grown in 
Arizona and designated part of Cali¬ 
fornia, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendations and information 
submitted by the Valencia Orange Ad¬ 


ministrative Committee, established un¬ 
der the said amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order, and upon other avail¬ 
able information, it is hereby found that 
the limitation of handling of such Va¬ 
lencia oranges as hereinafter provided 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
upon which this section is based be¬ 
came available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient, and a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Valen¬ 
cia oranges and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including 
its effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Valencia oranges; it is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act, to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on February 20, 1963. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Valencia oranges grown in Ari¬ 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., February 
24, 1963, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
March 3, 1963, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: Unlimited movement; 

(iii) District 3: 50,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“handler,” “District 1,” “District 2,” 
“District 3,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said marketing 
agreement and order, as amended. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 20,1963. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2050; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

11:27 ajm.] 


[Grapefruit Reg. 10] 

PART 909—GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN 
ARIZONA; IN IMPERIAL COUNTY, 
CALIF,, AND IN THAT PART OF 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIF., SITU¬ 
ATED SOUTH AND EAST OF WHITE 
WATER, CALIF. 

Limitation of Shipments 
§ 909.310 Grapefruit Regulation 10. 

(a) Findings . (1) Pursuant to the 

marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 909, as amended (7 CFR Part 
909; 27 F.R. 11218), regulating the han¬ 
dling of grapefruit grown in the State of 
Arizona; in Imperial County, Califor¬ 
nia; and in that part of Riverside 
County, California, situated south and 
east of White Water, California, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations of the Administrative Com¬ 
mittee (established under the aforesaid 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der) , and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments of grapefruit, as here¬ 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011), because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi¬ 
cient, and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective date. The 
Administrative Committee held an open 
meeting on February 14, 1963, to con¬ 
sider recommendations for a regulation, 
after giving due notice of such meeting, 
and interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such open meeting; necessary sup¬ 
plemental economic and statistical in¬ 
formation upon which this recommended 
section is based were received by the 
Fruit Branch on February 19, 1963; in¬ 
formation regarding the provisions of the 
section recommended by the commit¬ 
tee has been disseminated to handlers of 
grapefruit, grown as aforesaid, and this 
section, including the effective time 
thereof, is identical with the recommen¬ 
dation of the committee; it is necessary, 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, to make this section effective 
on the date hereinafter set forth so as 
to provide for the continued regulation 
of the handling of grapefruit; and com¬ 
pliance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject thereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. 
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(b) Order. (1) During the period 
beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., February 
24, 1963, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
April 21, 1963, no handler shall handle: 

(1) From the State of California or 
the State of Arizona to any point out¬ 
side thereof any grapefruit of any vari¬ 
ety grown in the State of Arizona; in 
Imperial County, California; or in that 
part of Riverside County, California, 
situated south and east of White Water, 
California, unless such grapefruit grade 
at least U.S. No. 2: Provided, That any 
such grapefruit may have scars to the 
extent permitted by the U.S. No. 3 
grade: Provided further , That, in lieu 
of the 10 percent tolerance provided for 
the U.S. No. 2 grade, not more than a 
total of 20 percent, by count, shall be 
allowed for fruit which fail to meet the 
requirements of such grade but, included 
in such tolerance (a) not more than 15 
percent, by count, shall be allowed for 
serious damage caused by dryness, and 
(b) not more than 10 percent, by count, 
shall be allowed for defects other than 
serious damage caused by dryness; or 

(ii) From the State of California or the 
State of Arizona to any point outside 
thereof in Zone 1 or Zone 2, any grape¬ 
fruit, grown as aforesaid, which measure 
less than 3 %g inches in diameter, except 
that a tolerance of 5 percent, by count, 
of grapefruit smaller than the foregoing 
minimum size shall be permitted which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in the revised 
United States Standards for Grape¬ 
fruit (California and Arizona), §§51.- 
925-51.955 of this title: Provided, That, 
in determining the percentage of grape¬ 
fruit in any lot which are smaller than 
3%6 inches in diameter, such percentage 
shall be based only on the grapefruit in 
such lot which are of a size 3*%6 inches 
in diameter and smaller. 

(2) As used herein, “handler/* “vari¬ 
ety,” “grapefruit/* “Zone 1,” “Zone 2,’* 
and “handle** shall have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order; the 
terms “U.S. No. 2’* and “U.S. No. 3’* shall 
have the same meaning as when used 
in the aforesaid revised United States 
Standards for Grapefruit; and “diam¬ 
eter” shall mean the greatest dimension 
measured at right angles to a line from 
the stem to blossom end of the fruit. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 20,1963. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2016; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Lemon Reg. 51] 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 910.351 Lemon Regulation 51. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
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Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Fart 
910; 27 F.R. 8346), regulating the han¬ 
dling of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendation and information 
submitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor¬ 
mation, it is hereby found that the limi¬ 
tation of handling of such lemons as 
hereinafter provided will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information unon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi¬ 
cient, and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for lemons 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the pro¬ 
visions of this section, including its ef¬ 
fective time, are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such pro¬ 
visions and effective time has been dis¬ 
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on February 19,1963. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
February 24, 1963, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., March 3, 1963, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 186,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1/* “District 2/* “District 3,’* 
and “carton** have the same meaning as 
when used in the said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 20, 1963. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2018; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Grapefruit Reg. 16] 

PART 912—GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN 
INDIAN RIVER DISTRICT IN 
FLORIDA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 912.316 Grapefruit Regulation 16. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 912, as amended (7 CFR Part 
912; 27 F.R. 87; 28 F.R. 23), regulating 
the handling of grapefruit grown in the 
Indian River District in Florida, effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tions and information submitted by the 
Indian River Grapefruit Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such grapefruit, as hereinafter provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Indian 
River grapefruit, and the need for regu¬ 
lation; interested persons were afforded 
an opportunity to submit information 
and views at this meeting; the recom¬ 
mendation and supporting information 
for regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such Indian River grapefruit; it 
is necessary, in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec¬ 
tion will not require any special prepara- 
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tion on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such commit¬ 
tee meeting was held on February 20, 

1963. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of 
grapefruit grown in the Indian River 
District which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., 
February 25, 1963, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., e.s.t., March 4, 1963, is hereby fixed 
at 250,000 standard packed boxes. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled/* 
“Indian River District/* “grapefruit/* 
and “standard packed box” have the 
same meaning as when used in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-074) 

Dated: February 20, 1963. 

F. L. Southerland, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

|FR. Doc. 63-2017; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 

PART 1438—NAVAL STORES 

Subpart —1963 Gum Naval Stores 
Price Support Loan Program 

Statement with respect to the Gum 
Naval Stores Price Support Loan Pro¬ 
gram for the calendar year 1963, form¬ 
ulated by the Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration and the Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service (herein¬ 
after referred to “CCC” and “ASCS”). 
Sec. 

1438.1401 Administration. 

1438.1402 Definitions. 

1438.1403 Loan to ATFA. 

1438.1404 Advances to producers. 

1438.1405 Rate of advance to producers. 

1438.1406 Maturity of loan. 

1438.1407 Redemption by ATFA. 

1438.1408 Net gains. 

1438.1409 Right of CCC upon maturity. 

1438.1410 Personal liability. 

Authority: §§ 1438.1401 to 1438.1410 

issued under sec. 4(d), 62 Stat. 1070, 15 U.S.C. 
714b. Interprets or applies sec. 5(a), 62 Stat. 
1072, 15 U.S.C. 714c; secs. 301, 401, 63 Stat. 
1053, 1054, 7 U.S.C. 1421, 1447. 

§ 1438.1401 General statement and ad¬ 
ministration. 

CCC and ASCS will make price sup¬ 
port available to producers of gum naval 
stores during the calendar year 1963 
through the American Turpentine 
Fanners Association Cooperative (here¬ 
inafter referred to as ATFA), under the 
terms and conditions stated herein. The 
Naval Stores Branch, Farmer Programs 
Division, ASCS, will supervise the ad¬ 
ministration of the program. The Data 
Processing Center and the ASCS Com¬ 
modity Office, both at Kansas City, Mis¬ 
souri, will perform accounting and audit¬ 
ing functions. 
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§ 1438.1402 Definitions. 

(a) “Eligible producer” means a pro¬ 
ducer who (1) is a member of ATFA in 
good standing under membership re¬ 
quirements approved by CCC (no pro¬ 
ducer who is otherwise eligible may be 
excluded from membership in ATFA), 
(2) is a cooperator in the 1963 Naval 
Stores Conservation Program of the 
United States Department of Agriculture 
or otherwise follows one or more forestry 
conservation practices established by 
State and Federal forestry services, as 
determined by ATFA, (3) has made sat¬ 
isfactory arrangements to pay any in¬ 
debtedness to the United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture or any agency 
thereof, as evidenced by the debt records 
maintained by any Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation county com¬ 
mittee of the United States Department 
of Agriculture, and (4) has executed, 
and has not breached his obligations 
under, the Producer’s Marketing Agree¬ 
ment (ATFA Form 1-1963), or any other 
similar agreement. 

(b) “Eligible naval stores” means 
eligible rosin and the rosin content in 
eligible oleoresin. 

(c) “Eligible rosin” means gum rosin 
which (1) was produced from eligible 
oleoresin, (2) grades “K” or better, (3) 
is free and clear from all liens and en¬ 
cumbrances, (4) has not been thereto¬ 
fore delivered for an advance under this 
or any similar program and in which 
the beneficial interest is and always 
has been in the producer, (5) is packed 
to the net weight approved by CCC, in 
eligible metal drums, (6) is transparent, 
(7) is free from visible foreign materials 
and contains no extraneous matter re¬ 
sulting from chemical or other treat¬ 
ment of the rosin or of the oleoresin or 
the trees from which it came, and (8) 
conforms as to softening point to not 
less than Federal Specifications LLL- 
R626b, to-wit: 158 degrees Fahrenheit 
(American Society for Testing Materials 
Methods No. E-28-58T). Rosin must be 
federally inspected and weighed or the 
weights checked prior to delivery for an 
advance. 

(d) “Eligible oleoresin” means oleo¬ 
resin (1) which was produced in 1963 in 
the United States by an eligible producer, 
(2) which is free and clear from all liens 
and encumbrances, (3) the rosin content 
in which has not been theretofore de¬ 
livered for an advance under this or any 
similiar program and in which the bene¬ 
ficial interest is and always has been in 
the producer, and (4) which will yield 
rosin of the prescribed grades and qual¬ 
ity. When a producer’s eligible oleoresin 
is commingled with oleoresin produced 
by other producers in the processing op¬ 
eration,- the rosin delivered for an ad¬ 
vance by the producer as representing 
the processed equivalent of his eligible 
oleoresin will be deemed to be, if other¬ 
wise eligible, eligible rosin produced by 
such producer. 

(e) “Eligible metal drums” means 
drums conforming to the specifications 
for metal drums approved by CCC, ob¬ 
tainable from and on file in the office of 
ATFA. 
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§ 1438.1403 Loan to ATFA. 

Under a Loan Agreement, CCC will 
make a loan to ATFA which will enable 
ATFA to make price support advances 
or to make price support advances avail¬ 
able to eligible producers on eligible na¬ 
val stores. As security for such loan 
ATFA will pledge such naval stores to 
CCC. The loan will be in an amount 
equal to (a) the amount of the price 
support advances made by ATFA to pro¬ 
ducers, (b) the administrative and op¬ 
erating expenses, approved by CCC, in¬ 
curred by ATFA in making advances to 
producers and in making such advances 
available, and in the handling and pres¬ 
ervation of pledged naval stores, (c) stor¬ 
age charges on pledged naval stores, and 
(d) an indemnification charge to cover 
the assumption by CCC of the risk of 
loss on pledged naval stores. Loans will 
be made only on full drums of rosin or 
the equivalent thereof in oleoresin. 

§ 1438.1404 Advances to producers. 

Each producer desiring to obtain ad¬ 
vances will execute a Producer’s Market¬ 
ing Agreement with ATFA. Eligible 
naval stores will be deemed tendered for 
advance by the producer to ATFA only 
when such naval stores have been (a) 
processed (except where unprocessed 
rosin content in oleoresin is offered for 
advance), (b) placed in storage in the 
custody of an approved warehouseman 
who has entered into and is fully com¬ 
plying with a Warehouse Agreement 
(ATFA Form 2-1963) with ATFA (this 
Agreement will be assigned by ATFA to 
CCC), or in the custody of ATFA acting 
under a Storage Agreement with CCC, 
and (c) offered for advance on a Pro¬ 
ducer’s Offer (ATFA Form 3A-1963) 
(the date of which, unless a first offer 
and dated not later than April 1, 1963, 
will be not later than thirty (30) days 
from the date of delivery of eligible naval 
stores, but in no event later than De¬ 
cember 31, 1963). Advances will be 
made only on full drums of rosin or 
the equivalent thereof in oleoresin, and 
will not be made on any naval stores 
offered by a producer later than Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1963. If there are any liens or 
encumbrances on the naval stores offered 
for advance, proper waivers are required 
on a Lienholders’ Waiver and Agreement 
(ATFA Form 3-1963). All processing 
charges, including the cost of the eligible 
metal drums for rosin, and all storage 
and other warehouse charges to the date 
of tender for advance will be borne by 
the producer. 

§ 1438.1405 Rale of advance to pro¬ 
ducers. 

ATFA will make advances to producers 
based on the rate of $34.28 per standard 
barrel (435 lbs. net weight each) of 
oleoresin (crude pine gum), processed 
basis. Although no advance is made on 
turpentine, the oleoresin price support 
level includes a weight for turpentine 
equal to the estimated 1963 market value 
of the turpentine content in a barrel 
of oleoresin. The price support advance 
rates on rosin are $10.50 for grade WG, 
$10.65 for grades X and WW, and $10.20 
for grades N, M, and K per hundred 
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pounds net packed in eligible metal 
drums. 

§ 1438.1406 Maturity of loan. 

The loan made by CCC to ATFA will 
be due and payable upon demand. 

§ 1438.1407 Redemption by ATFA. 

(a) Subject to the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the Loan Agreement, ATFA may 
redeem naval stores pledged by ATFA 
to CCC upon application to CCC therefor 
prior to the maturity of the loan and 
upon payment of the redemption cost. 
All rights of the producer in and to naval 
stores pledged by ATFA to CCC will be 
subject to the Loan Agreement between 
ATFA and CCC. 

(b) The redemption cost will be de¬ 
termined by CCC and will be the amount 
outstanding under the Loan Agreement, 
including any unpaid accrued expenses 
and charges, plus interest at the rate of 
three and one-half percent (3V 2 percent) 
per annum, applied ratably to the naval 
stores to be redeemed. Any naval stores 
redeemed will not be thereafter eligible 
for price support. 

§ 1438.1408 Net gains. 

ATFA will disburse in cash on a fair 
and equitable basis to participating pro¬ 
ducers all net gains, less cost of disburse¬ 
ments, resulting from ATFA’s sale of re¬ 
deemed naval stores, unless a disposition 
other than cash disbursement has been 
approved by CCC. When net gains are 
insufficient to justify disbursement ex¬ 
pense, they will, upon request to and 
approval of CCC, be utilized by ATFA 
for and in behalf of all its producer- 
members. 

§ 1438.1409 Right of CCC upon matu¬ 
rity. 

Upon maturity of the loan, CCC will 
take title to any unredeemed naval stores, 
without a sale thereof, and CCC will have 
no obligation to pay or account to ATFA 
for any market value which such naval 
stores may have in excess of the amount 
of the loan, plus interest and charges. 

§ 1438.1410 Personal liability. 

Any fraudulent representation by 
ATFA or the producer in the program 
documents, will render it or him subject 
to criminal prosecution under applicable 
law, and personally liable for the amount 
by which the proceeds received upon the 
disposition of the naval stores involved 
are less than the amount of indebted¬ 
ness incurred by ATFA with respect 
thereto. 

Effective date: Date of signature. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 19, 1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1980; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:49 am.] 


PART 1464—TOBACCO 

Subpart—Tobacco Loan Program 

Set forth below are schedules of ad¬ 
vance rates, by grades, for the 1962 crop 
of types 32 and 46 tobacco under the 


tobacco loan program published July 4, 
1962 (27 F.R. 6311). 

Sec. 

1464.1451 1962 crop; Maryland Tobacco, 

Type 32, advance schedule. 

1464.1452 1962 crop; Puerto Rican Tobacco, 

Type 46, advance schedule. 

Authority: §§ 1464.1451 and 1464.1452 
issued under sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 
62 Stat. 1072, secs. 101, 106, 401, 403, 63 Stat. 
1051, as amended, 1054; 74 Stat. 6; 15 U.S.C. 
714c, 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1445, 1421, 1423; sec. 125, 
70 Stat. 198, 7 U.S.C. 1813. 

§ 1464.1451 1962 crop; Maryland to¬ 

bacco, Type 32, advance schedule. 1 


[Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales weight] 


Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

B1F_ 

76.12 

T4K_ 

29.12 

X5L. 

37.12 

B2F_ 

74.12 

T5K. 

23.12 

X1F. 

73.12 

B3F. 

70.12 

T4G. 

25.12 

X2F. 

69.12 

B4F. 

66.12 

T5G. 

23.12 

X3P. 

64.12 

B5F_ 

55.12 

ClL . 

81.12 

X4F_ 

53.12 

B1R_ 

60.12 

C2L 

79.12 

X5F._ .. 

38.12 

B2R_ 

55.12 

C3L. 

74.12 

X3R. 

53.12 

B3R..._ 

48.12 

04L_ 

68.12 

X4R. 

40.12 

B4R_ 

39.12 

C5L_ 

62.12 

X5R. 

28.12 

B5R-. 

30.12 

ClF .. 

82.12 

X3V_ 

51.12 

B3V. 

52.12 

C2F_ 

80.12 

X4V. 

38.12 

B4V_ 

43.12 

C3F_ 

75.12 

X5V. 

28.12 

B5V. 

30.12 

C4F_ 

72.12 

X3K_ 

43.12 

B3D. 

31.12 

C5F_ 

66.12 

X4K. 

34.12 

B4D. 

26.12 

C3R. 

70.12 

X5K. 

25.12 

B5D_ 

24.12 

C4R_ 

65.12 

X4D. 

27.12 

B3K. 

39.12 

C5R. 

51.12 

X5D. 

23.12 

B4K_ 

36.12 

C3V. 

66.12 

X4G. 

25.12 

B5K. 

28.12 

C4V. 

55.12 

X5G. 

23.12 

B3G____ 

29.12 

C5V. 

38.12 

P3L_ 

47.12 

B4G__ 

25.12 

C4D. 

39.12 

P4L. 

37.12 

B5G. 

23.12 

61.12 

C5D. 

29.12 

P5L. 

24.12 

T3F. 

C3K. 

50.12 

P3F_ 

47 12 

T4F_ 

53.12 

C4K. 

45.12 

P4F. 

37.12 

T5F_ 

38.12 

C5K. 

35.12 

F5F. 

24.12 

T3R--. 

41.12 

C4G. 

32.12 

P4R_ 

27.12 

T4R_ 

35.12 

C5G. 

25.12 

P5R. 

23.12 

T5R_ 

26.12 

XIL . 

73.12 

NIT. . 

21.12 

T4V. 

34.12 

X2L. 

69.12 

N1R. 

22.12 

T5V. 

25.12 

X3L_ 

64.12 

N1 F. 

22.12 

T4D_ 

T5D. 

25.12 

23.12 

X4L. 

52.12 

NIG. 

22.12 


§ 1464.1452 1962 crop; Puerto Rican 

Tobacco, Type 46, advance schedule. 2 


[Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales weight] 


Grade 


Advance 

rate 

ClF. 

|Price Block I. 

38.5 

26.0 

18.0 

14.0 

p/j p 

X1P. 

Price Block II.. 

X1F 

X1S. 

■Price Block III. 

X2P. 

X2F.. 


X2T_ 

X2S.. 

Price Block IV.. 

N ... 




1 The advance rate for each grade of any 
tobacco classified as type 32b will be 75 per¬ 
cent, rounded to the nearest dollar, of the 
rate designated for such grade of regular 
type 32 tobacco. Tobacco graded N2 (second 
quality nondescript), scrap, No-G (no 
grade), “W” (doubtful keeping order), or 
“U” (unsound) will not be accepted. Only 
the original producer is eligible to receive 
advances. The cooperative associations 
through which^ price support is made avail¬ 
able are authorized to deduct from the 
amount paid to growers 12 cents per hun¬ 
dred pounds to apply against overhead costs. 

2 The cooperative associations through 
which price support is made available to 
growers are authorized to deduct $1.00 per 
hundred pounds from the advances to 
growers to apply against overhead and han¬ 
dling costs. Tobacco is eligible for advances 
only if consigned by the original producer. 
No advance is authorized for scrap or to¬ 
bacco designated as “No-G”. 


Effective date: Date of signature. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 19,1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1981; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 10-AT0MIC ENERGY 

Chapter I—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART I—STATEMENT OF ORGANIZA¬ 
TION, DELEGATIONS, AND GEN¬ 
ERAL INFORMATION 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Notice is hereby given of the amend¬ 
ment of the Statement of Organization, 
Delegations, and General Information 
of the United States Atomic Energy 
Commission, 10 CFR Part 1, published in 
the Federal Register on December 29, 
1961 (26 F.R. 12729-12745), as amended. 

Because these revised regulations re¬ 
late to matters of internal management, 
general notice of proposed rulemaking 
and public procedure thereon are un¬ 
necessary. However, members of the 
public are invited to submit any com¬ 
ments and suggestions they may have 
concerning this revised statement to the 
AEC, Attention: Secretary, Washington 
25, D.C. 

Pursuant to the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, 1 CFR 13.2, and the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the 
following amendments of Part 1 of the 
Commission’s regulations are published 
as a document subject to codification, 
effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 

1. 10 CFR Part 1, § 1.240 is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 1.240 Committees and Boards estab¬ 
lished by the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended. 

The Act establishes the following 
committees: 

(a) The General Advisory Committee 
(GAC), composed of nine members ap¬ 
pointed from civilian life by the Presi¬ 
dent for terms of six years each, advises 
the Commission on scientific and tech¬ 
nical matters relating to materials, pro¬ 
duction, and research and development; 

(b) The Military Liaison Committee 
(MLC) consists of representatives of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force in equal 
numbers as determined by the Secretary 
of Defense and of a Chairman appointed 
by the President with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. At the present 
time the MLC has seven members. The 
Commission advises and consults with 
the Department of Defense through the 
MLC on all atomic energy matters which 
the Department of Defense deems to re¬ 
late to the military application of atomic 
weapons or other matters relating to 
atomic energy. The Department of De¬ 
fense through the MLC keeps the Com¬ 
mission fully and currently informed on 
all matters within the Department of 
Defense which the Commission deems to 
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relate to the development or application 
of atomic energy; 

(c) (1) The Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) consists of 
a maximum of fifteen members ap¬ 
pointed by the Commission for terms of 
four years each. The ACRS reviews 
safety studies and facility license appli¬ 
cations referred to it, makes reports 
thereon, advises the Commission with 
regard to the hazards of proposed or 
existing reactor facilities and the ade¬ 
quacy of proposed reactor safety stand- 
aids, and performs such other duties as 
the Commission requests. The ACRS is 
required by the Act to review each appli¬ 
cation under section 103 or 104b. thereof, 
42 U.S.C. 2133 and 2134(b), for a license 
for a facility, any application under sec¬ 
tion 104c of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 2134(c), 
for a testing facility, and any application 
under sections 104 a and c of the Act, 
42 U.S.C. 2134 (a) and (c), specifically 
referred to it by the Commission, and 
to submit a report thereon, which shall 
be made part of the record of the appli¬ 
cation and available to the public, except 
to the extent that security classification 
prevents disclosure. (See Parts 2 and 50 
of this chapter.) 

(2) The Committee also reviews, in 
the same manner as applications under 
sections 103 and 104 of the Act, applica¬ 
tions respecting certain Commission- 
owned reactors which are to be operated 
as part of the power generation facilities 
of an electric utility system. (See Part 
115 of this chapter.) 

(d) The Patent Compensation Board 
is established by the Act and is appointed 
by the Commission. The Board makes 
the initial decision with respect to appli¬ 
cations to the AEC for a reasonable roy¬ 
alty fee, compensation, or grant of an 
award pursuant to sections 157 and 173 
of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 2187 and 2223, and 
to section 1 of the Patent Act of July 19, 
1952, 35 U.S.C. 183 and 188. (See Part 
80 of this chapter.) 

(e) Atomic safety and licensing boards 
are authorized by the Act of August 29, 
1962 (Public Law 87-615), which 
amended the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
by adding section 191. These boards, 
each composed of three members, will 
conduct such hearings as the Commis¬ 
sion may direct and make such inter¬ 
mediate or final decisions as the Com¬ 
mission may authorize with respect to 
the granting, suspending, revoking or 
amending of any license or authorization 
granted under the Act or the regulations 
of the Commission. The Commission 
has appointed a panel of qualified per¬ 
sons from which board members are 
selected. 

2. 10 CPR Part 1, § 1.241 is deleted. 

3. 10 CFR Part 1, § 1.242 is redesig¬ 
nated as § 1.241. 

4. 10 CPR Part 1, § 1.243 is redesig¬ 
nated as § 1.242 and is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 1.242 Other committees, boards and 
panels. 

(a) Additional committees, boards and 
panels have been established by the 

No. 38-2 


Commission pursuant to section 161a of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, as follows: 

(1) Advisory Committee on Isotopes 
and Radiation Development; 

(2) Advisory Committee of State Of¬ 
ficials; 

(3) Advisory Committee for Standard 
Reference Materials and Methods of 
Measurement; 

(4) Advisory Committee on Medical 
Uses of Isotopes; 

(5) Advisory Committee on Plow¬ 
share; 

(6) Advisory Committee for Biology 
and Medicine; 

(7) Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Physics; 

(8) Committee of Senior Reviewers; 

(9) Nuclear Cross Sections Advisory 
Group; 

(10) Historical Advisory Committee; 

(11) AEC Computer Advisory Group; 

(12) Personnel Security Review 
Board; 

(13) Labor Management Advisory 
Committee; 

(14) Advisory Committee on Techni¬ 
cal Information; 

(15) Personnel Security Boards; 

(16) The Technical Information 
Panel. 

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201) 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 14th 
day of February 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1943; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I-—Civil Service Commission 

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

Entire Executive Civil Service 

Effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register, paragraph (1) of 
§ 6.101 is amended as set out below. 

§ 6.101 Entire executive civil service. 

* * * * ♦ 

(1) Any position directly concerned 
with the protection of the life and safety 
of the President and members of his 
immediate family, the President-elect, 
the Vice President or other officer next 
in the order of succession to the Office 
of President, and the Vice President¬ 
elect. 

(R.S. 1763, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631,633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1982; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

Housing and Home Finance Agency 

Effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register, subparagraph (25) of 
paragraph (b) of § 6.342 is revoked. 

(R.S. 1763, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631,633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1983; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.J 


Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [NEW1 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-61] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Designation of Control Zone 

On November 7, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 10858) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency 
proposed to designate a control zone at 
Deming, N. Mex. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Subsequent to the issuance of the no¬ 
tice, Parts 600 and 601 of the regulations 
of the Administrator were consolidated 
and recodified into Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations which be¬ 
came effective December 12, 1962 (27 
F.R. 10352, 220-2, November 10, 1962). 
The airspace action taken herein reflects 
this new format and numbering system 
adopted for these parts. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the rule herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all rele¬ 
vant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following action is taken: 

Section 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) is amended by adding the 
following: 

Deming, N. Mex. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Deming Munici¬ 
pal Airport (latitude 32°15'25" N., longitude 
107°43'00" W.); within 2 miles either side 
of the Deming VOR 270° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 6.5 miles W 
of the airport and within 2 miles either side 
of the Deming VOR 264° radial extending 
from the 6-mile radius zone to 5.5 miles E 
of the airport. 
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This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 2, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
s Assistant Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1950; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:47 ajn.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-99] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Designation of Control Zone 

On November 6, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 10812) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to designate a control zone at 
Olympia, Wash. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Subsequent to the issuance of the 
notice, Parts 600 and 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator were consoli¬ 
dated and recodified into Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which became effective December 12, 
1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, November 10, 
1962). The airspace action taken herein 
reflects this new format and numbering 
system adopted for these parts. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following action is taken: 

Section 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) is amended by adding the 
following: 

Olympia, Wash. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Olympia Munici¬ 
pal Airport (latitude 46°58'30" N., longitude 
122°54'00" W.); within 2 miles either side 
of the Olympia VOR 014° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles N 
of the VOR and within 2 miles either side 
of the Olympia VOR 187° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles S of 
the VOR. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 2,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1951; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-96] 

PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Designation of Control Zone 

On November 9, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 10967) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency 
proposed to designate a control zone at 
Twin Falls, Idaho. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

As stated in the notice, the effective 
hours of operation of the proposed Twin 
Falls control zone were to be from 0700 
to 2300 hours, local time, daily. West 
Coast Airlines has advised the FAA that 
weather reporting service is now avail¬ 
able from 0700 to 0100 hours, local time, 
daily. Therefore, action is taken herein 
to designate the Twin Falls control zone 
from 0700 to 0100 hours, local time, 
daily. 

Subsequent to the issuance of the 
notice, Parts 600 and 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator were con¬ 
solidated and recodified into Part 71 
[New] of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions which became effective December 
12, 1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962). The airspace action taken 
herein reflects this new format and 
numbering system adopted for these 
parts. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following action is taken: 

Section 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) is amended by adding the 
following : 

Twin Falls, Idaho. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Twin Falls 
Municipal Airport (latitude 42°29'05" N., 
longitude 114°29T5" W.) and within 2 miles 
either side of the Twin Falls VOR 086° and 
279° radials extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 8 miles E and 8 miles W of 
the VOR, from 0700 to 0100 hours, local 
time, daily. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t.. May 2,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Feb¬ 
ruary 15,1963. 


W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1952; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-88] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 
Alteration of Federal Airways 

On November 9, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 10966) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
considering amendments to §§ 600.6023 
and 600.1557 of the regulations of the 
administrator. 

Subsequent to the publication of the 
notice. Parts 600 and 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the administrator have been 
consolidated and recodified into a new 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions which became effective Decem¬ 
ber 12,1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2). The 
airspace actions taken herein reflect the 
new format and numbering system 
adopted for these Parts. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
the following actions are taken: 

1. In § 71.123 (27 F.R. 220-6, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962, 27 F.R. 11497) the following 
change is made: 

In V-23 “INT of Seattle 359° and 
Bellingham, Wash., 169° radials; Belling¬ 
ham,” is deleted and “Paine Field, 
Wash.; Bellingham, Wash.;” is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

2. In § 71.143 (27 F.R. 220-38, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) the following change is 
made : 

In V-1557 “INT of Seattle 359°,” is de¬ 
leted and “INT of Seattle 002°,” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 2,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[FR. Doc. 63-1953; Filed, Feb. 21. 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1559; Arndt. 308] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi¬ 
fication now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specify the 
complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice, procedure and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedure Act would be contrary 
to the public interest and is therefore not required. 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows: 

1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. a 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engino, 
more than 
65 knots 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE FEB. 23, 1963, OR UPON DECOMMISSIONING OF FACILITY. 

Citv. Elmira; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Chemung County; Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., SABRAZ; Ident., EM; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 26 Aug. 61; Sup. Anult. 

No. 4; Dated, 23 Apr. 66 


2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. _ . „ A 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airpdrt authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-eugine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

Florida Int 

AID RBn... 

Direct. 

2400 

2500 

2400 

2400 

2400 

T-dn. 

300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

NA 

300-1 

500-1 

600-1 

NA 

200-J4 

600-134 

600-1 

NA 

Cowan Int 

AID RBn. .. 

Direct_ 

C-dn. 

Lind wood Int* 

AID RBn*.. 

Direct.... 

S-dn-12. 

Maxwell Int 

AID RBn. 

Direct... 

A-dn. 

Pendleton Int 

AID RBn. 

Direct.. 






Procedure turn S side of crs, 298° Outbnd, 118° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 118°—3.1 miles. , t ^ „ , __ ,, , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.1 miles after passing RBn, make left 180° climbing 
turn to 2400' and return to AID RBn. 

Note: No weather available. 

•Lindwood Int: Int SHB R-005 and Ind R-053. 


City, Anderson; State. Ind.; Airport Name, Anderson Municipal; Elev., 913'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., AID; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 

No. Orig.; Dated, 26 Jan. 63 


Burton Int. 
Lofall Int.. 
SEA VOR. 
SJ LFR.... 


Kitsap RBn 

Direct. .. 

3000 

T-dn. 

500-1 

600-1 

Kitsap RBn_ _ 

Direct... 

3000 

C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

Kitsap RBn _. 

Direct. 

3000 

A-dn*. 

NA 

NA 

Kitsap RBn. 

Direct. 

3000 





600-1 

000-1H 

NA 


Radar transitions and vectoring to final approach crs using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn W side crs, 187° Outbnd, 007° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Facility on airport. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1100'. , ., , ,, . , A x 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, make immediate right turn, climb to 2000' 
on crs 187° from Kitsap RBn within 10 miles. 

Caution: 1761' MSL terrain 2.6 miles N of airport. 

Other change: Deletes transitions from Rosedale Int and Vashon Int. ^ . , , , , X1 . 

Air carrier use NA. Contact Seattle FSS for weather information prior to executing this approach procedure. General dissemination of weather Information for Kitsap 
County Airport is not made. 

City, Bremerton; State, Wash.; Airport Name, Kitsap County; Elev., 482': Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., PWT; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date,23 Feb. 63; Sup. Alndt. 

No. Orig.; Dated, 7 July 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

ITH-VOR 

Alpine RBn^(Final)__ 

Direct. 

3300 

3300 

3300 

3300 

3300 

T-d. 

800-2 

800-3 

1200-2 

1200-3 

1800-2 

1800-3 

800-2 

800-3 

1200-2 

1200-3 

1800-2 

1800-3 

800-2 

800-3 

1200-2 

1200-3 

1800-2 

1800-3 

ATE-VOR 

Alpine RBn_ 

Direct_ 

T-n. 

ELM-VOR 

Alpine RBn___ 

Direct. 

C-d. 

Sayre Int 

Alpine RBn..... 

Direct. 

C—n_ 

Int ATE-VOR R-129 and 239° brng to 
Alpine RBn. 

Alpine RBn (Final)_ 

Direct. 

A-d. 



A-n_ 



Procedure turn N side of final approach crs, 059° Outbnd, 239° Inbnd, SSOO^ within 10 miles of Alpine RBn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 3300 7 . 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 239°—7.0 miles. ... 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 7.0 miles after passing Alpine RBn, climb on crs 239° 
to 2500' within 10 miles. Then proceed direct to ELM-VOR, climbing to 3000'. Hold West ELM-VOR, 1-minute right turns, 066° Inbnd. 

Air Carrier Note: Sliding scale NA. No reduction in landing visibility minimums authorized for local conditions. No reduction in takeoff minimums authorized. 
Major change: Deletes reference to VFR restriction. 


Citv. Elmira: State, N.Y.: Airport Name, Chemung County: Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., ALP; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No 
' Orig.; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 


El Paso VOR. 

El Paso RBn. 

Int R-259 ELP-VOR and NE crs ILS. 

Rio RBn.-. 

Newman VOR... 


LOM . 

Direct_ 

5200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM 

Direct__ 

5200 

C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 

TOM 

Direct.. 

5200 

S-dn-22. 

400-1 

400-1 

TOM 

Direct. 

7000 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

LOM. 

Direct. 

5500 





200-4 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar transitions and vectoring using ELP Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn N side of crs, 038° Outbnd, 218° Inbnd, 6200' within 10 miles. 

, RADAR vectors to final approach required. Procedure turn not authorized unless approved by ATC. » 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs 5000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 218°—3.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing LOM, turn left to 125°, climb 
to 6000', intercept and proceed south on 120° mag brg. from ELP SABH. 


City El Paso- State, Tex.; Airport Name, El Paso International; Elev., 3936'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., EL; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 17; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 16; Dated, 11 March 61 


Lofall (VHF) Int 

PAE RBn. 

Direct 

3000 

T-dn#. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

Bainbridge Int 

PAE RBn. 

Direct. 

3000 

C-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

PAE VOR 

PAE RBn. 

Direct. 

3000 

S-d-16. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 





S-n-16. 

500-2 

500-2 

500-2 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar transitions and vectoring utilizing Seattle Center radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

When used in lieu of procedure turn radar alignment on final approach heading within 10 miles of PAE RBn is required. 

Procedure turn E side of crs. 338° Outbnd, 158° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles of PAE RBn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2000'. 

Crs. and distance, facility to airport 158°—7.9 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 7.9 miles after passing RBn, turn right, climbing to 
SGOO 7 on crs 300° to intercept 030° brng to PAE RBn, thence continue climb direct to PAE RBn and hold N of PAE RBn, 1-minute left turn holding pattern, crs, 338° Outbnd, 
158° Inbnd. 

Caution: Numerous jet aircraft activities from airport and in immediate surrounding area. 

Other change: Deletes transitions from Port Gamble Int and EVE-LFR. 

#Takeoff minima 200-4 authorized only for Runways 16 and 34. 

City, Everett; State, Wash.; Airport Name, Paine Field; Elev., 603'; Fac. Class., H W; Ident., PAE; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 

15 Dec. 62 


North Platte VOR. 


LBF “H” 

Direct 

4700 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 



C-dn 

500-1 

500-1 




A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 






200-4 

600-14 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side crs, 172° Outbnd, 352° Inbnd, 4700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 3700'. 

Course and distance, facility to airport, 352°—1.9 miles. . 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.9 miles after passing RBn, make right turn climbing 
to 4700' on R-034 LBF VOR within 20 miles. 

Caution: 2983' MSL tower 1.7 miles N W of airport; 3270' MSL tower 3.9 miles NW of airport; 3630' MSL tower 4.5 miles NW of airport. 

♦Air Carrier Note: On Runways 26 and 30, 300-1 required. 

City, North Platte; State, Nebr.; Airport Name, Lee Bird Municipal; Elev., 2779'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., LBF; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63 


Pinon Tnt.% 

T.OM 

Direct_ 

7300 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

300-1 

PUR VOR 

LOM... 

Direct_ 

6800 

C-d. 

800-1 

800-1 

Cedarwood Int 

TDM _ 

Direct. 

8000 

C-n. 

800-2 

800-2 

Hanover “H" 

LOM. 

Direct.. 

7300 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

Charles Int# _ _ _ __ _ 

LOM. 

Direct. 

7300 

If the 8-mile DME Fix from PUB-VOR 





the following minimums apply: 





C-dn_| 

600-1 1 

600-1 





S-dn-8_ 

400-1 

400-1 


200-14 

800-14 

800-2 

800-2 


600-14 

400-1 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 255° Outbnd, 075° Inbnd, 6800' within 10 miles of LOM. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 5600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 075°—6.4 miles. , ^ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.4 miles after passing LOM, climb to 6000 on cn» 
075° within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, right climbing turn and climb to 7000' on PUB VOR R-163 within 15 miles. 

Caution: 5119' msl radio tower 4.6 miles WNW of Runway 8. 

%Pinon Int: Int PUB-VOR R-314 and COS-VOR R-169. 

*300-1 required for takeoff Runways 26 and 35. 

**Charles Int: Int PUB-VOR R-216 and COS-VOR R-169. 

City, Pueblo; State, Colo.; Airport Name, Pueblo-Memorial; Elev. 4725'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., PU; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 

Orig.; Dated, 18 Aug. 62 
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Transition 


From— 


RAP VOR.. 


To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

RAP RBn 

Direct. 

4500 

\ 




Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


T-dn. 

C-dn. 

AMn. 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


300-1 

800-1 

800-2 


More than 
65 knots 


300-1 
800-1 
800-2 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200-H 
800-1 y t 
800-2 


If aircraft" equipped with operating ADF & VOR 
receivers and Farmingdale Int* identified, the 
following minimums apply: 

C-dn.I 600-1 I 600-1 600-1^ 

S-dn-32. 400-1 400-1 400-1 


Radar transitions to final approach authorised. Aircraft will be released for final approach without procedure turn on inbound final approach course at least 3.0 miles SE 

01 F proc«lure e turn E side of ers, 118° Outbnd, 298° Inbnd, 4500' withinl5 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Farmingdale Int* on final approach ers, 4000 . 

ff , visualcontac?’no?(stabiS| 1 «iupon > descent mauttoriMd°landlng minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 mll«, after passing Farmingdale Inf Or0.0mlto 
of R A P RBn, make l?ft cUmbinTtum.^limb to 4800' 167* brng from RAP RBn within 20 miles. Aircraft on missed approach may be radar controlled after radar identification. 
Caution:’ Rising terrain to 3447' msl 3 miles North of airport. 

♦Farmingdale Int: Int R-046 RAP-VOR and 118° brng from RAP RBn. 

City, Rapid City; State, S. Dak.; Airport Name, Rapid City Municipal; Elev., 3181'; Fac. Class., SABH; Ident., RAP; Procedure No, 1, Arndt. Prig.; EIT, Date, 23 Feb. 03 


Bainbridge Int 

SJ-LFR. 

SEA-VOR_ 

PAE VOR_ 

Burton Int.... 
Lofall Int. 


8ZI RBn.... 
SZI RBn.... 
SZI RBn.... 
SZI RBn.... 
SZI RBn.... 
SZI RBn.... 


Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct 


2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 


T-dn__. 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn.. 

600-1 

500-1 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-M 
500-1M 
800-2 


Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of ers. 338° Outbnd, 158° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. NA beyond 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on fina^approach ers, 1700 . 

f/visu^ ctmtact nofestaMstw^uporfdesMnt^o^uthorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 42 miles, ^IS’a^V 0 W on 

ers 158° to SE LOM or, when directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 2000 direct to SEA VOR, thence turn right, continue climb on R 225 withm 10 mi SEA VOR. 

Caution: Terrain and trees to 591' MSL located immediately north and northeast of airport. 

Other change: Deletes transition from Hobart FM, Vashon Int, and EVE-LFR. 

City, 8eattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, Seattle-Tacoma International; Elev., 428VFac. Class., MHW; Ident., SZI; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. 

Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 24 June 61 


PAE VOR. 

SEA-VOR. 

6J-LFR. 

Black Diamond Int. 

Burton Int.. 

Lofall Int.. 

Bainbridge Int. 


LOM _ 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

300-V* 

LOM 

Dirftr.t. _ _ 

2000 

C-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

LOM 

Direct_ 

2000 

A-dn--- 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

T,OM . 

Direct._. 

3000 





T,OM . 

Direct. 

2000 





T.nM _ 

Direct__ 

2000 





LOM (Final). 

Direct. 

1500 






Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of ers, 308° Outbnd, 128° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1500 ; over LMM, 1300 . \ 

SEES “r iftendlng not accomplished within 6.4 miles after passing ROM climb to 2CKK/direct to 

2.3 miles E through SE of airport. 

City, Seattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, King County (Boeing Field}; Elev., 17'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., BF; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. 
’ Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 


PAE VOR_ 

Burton Int.. 

Black Diamond Int. 

SJ-LFR. 

SEA-VOR. 

Bainbridge Int_ 

Lofall Int__ 


R7T RRn 

Direct _ 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

R7.T RRn ... 

Direct. 

2000 

C-dn..—_ 

800-2 

800-2 

RZT-RRn 

Direct__ 

3000 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

RZT-RRn _ 

Direct_ 

2000 




RZT-RRn .. 

Direct. . 

2000 




RZT-RRn .... 

Direct_ 

2000 




SZI RBn. 

Direct -- 

2000 





200-M 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of ers, 114° Outbnd, 294° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. NA beyond 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over SJ-LFR/Z on final approach ers, 1400'. 

SvSa^eSrt’nSb“uJhoriidtod^g^mmTums or if tending not accompltohed within 2.1 miles after posing SJ-LFR/Z, climb to 2000' on 

Caution: 606' MSL tank 3 miles W, 378' MSL tower 3M miles NW, and 556' MSL tank 2.3 miles E of airport. 

City, Seattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, King County (Boeing Field); Elev., 17'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., SZI; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. 
’ Arndt. No.2 ;Dated,25Nov.61 


T-dn_ 

C-dn.. 


8-dn— 


400-1 

400-1 

NA 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn E side of final approach ers, 344° Outbnd, 164° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach course 2000'. 

Kvlsuafcoiftactnot Sta&tad upSf de^enfm Authorised landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing RBn make immediate left 
climbing turn to 2500' and return to York RBn. Hold north York RBn 1-minute left turns inbound ers 164 . 

City, York; State, Pa.; Airport Name, York; Elev., 600'; Fac. Class, and Ident., MHW-THV; Procedure No. 1, Arndt Orig.; Eff. Date, 23 Peb. 63 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


3. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read in part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-d. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





T-n. 

800-3 

800-3 

800-3 





C-d. 

1400-2 

1400-2 

1400-2 





C-n... 

1400-3 

1400-3 

1400-3 





A-d. 

2000-2 

2000-2 

2000-2 





A-n... 

2000-3 

2000-3 

2000-3 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 246° Outbnd, 066° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 066°—6.8 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.8 miles, after passing ELM-VOR, climb to 3000' 
on crs of 066° within 10 miles of VOR and return to VOR. 

Air Carrier Note: Sliding scale not authorized. No reduction in landing visibility minimums authorized for local conditions. No reduction in take-off minimums 
authorized. VFR clearances under provisions of CAR 60.31 not authorized when visibility is less than 2 miles and a circling approach is required. 

Major change: Deletes reference to VFR Restriction. 

City, Elmira; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Chemung County; Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., ELM; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 5; Dated, 8 July 61 


T-dn._ 

C-d__. 

C-n... 

S-d-24. 

S-n-24. 

A-d... 

A-n_._ 


300-1 

300-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 


If Taylorsville Fan Marker received, minima become 

C-dn_ 

S-dn-24.. 

A-dn.. 


500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 060° Outbnd, 240° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs 3000'; over Taylorsville FM, 2200'. 

Course and distance, facility to airport 223°—10.2 miles from VOR, 4.9 miles from Taylorsville FM. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 10.2 miles after passing VOR, or 4.9 miles after 
Passing Taylorsville FM, turn left, climb to 3000', proceed HKY VOR via R-223. 

City, Hickory; State, N.C.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev, 1167'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., HKY; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 3; 

Dated, 25 Nov. 61 





T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

700-1 

700-1 




S-dn-32. 

500-1 

500-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 074° Outbnd, 254° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 313°—5.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.7 miles after passing ELC VOR, climb to 2000 'on 
R-336 within 16 miles of ELC VOR. 

Note: To avoid flight over Mexico, outbound and inbound courses of procedure turn are not aligned with course from facility to field. 

Other change: Deletes transition from El Centro LFR. 

City, Imperial; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Imperial-County; Elev., —58'; Fac. Class., B VORTAC; Ident., ELC; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 2; Dated, 16 Sept. 61 


Robles Int._ 
TUS RBn/Z 


TUS RBn/Z (Final). 

Direct.. 

5000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

Mission FM (Final).. 

Direct.. 

4200 

C-dn 

500-1 

500-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


20 0-H 

500-lMi 

800-2 


Radar vector to final approach course using approved Tucson Radar patterns authorized. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 260° Outbnd, 080° Inbnd, 5000' within 10 miles of RBn/Z. 

Minimum altitude over TUS RBn/Z on final approach crs, 6000'; over Mission FM,* 4200'. 

Crs and distance, TUS RBn/Z to airport, 080°—10.7 miles; Mission FM to airport, 080°—3.6 miles. , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing Mission FM, turn right, climb 
via R-260 to cross TUS RBn/Z, minimum 6000' or, when directed by ATC, climb directly to VOR, turn right and continue climb outbnd via R-230 to intercept the 144° brng 
from TUS RBn, minimum 6000', then proceed direct to TUS RBn/Z; or, climb to the VOR, turn left, climb via R-303 to Cortaro Int, minimum 6000', then direct to TLb 
RBn/Z. 

Caution: 2850' terrain 1.8 miles SW of airport. 

•If Mission FM not received, descent below 4200 7 NA and minima becomes 1600-2. 

City, Tucson; State, Ariz.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 2630'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., TUS; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. No. 3; 

Dated, 8 Sept. 62 
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4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
1111 e if^tStrument ap^roach^fo^exiure^of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be In accordance with the foUowlng instrument appi^chprocedme^ 
80 Is conducted to ® J3!?t»one!rattaii h? the Darticutar arra^orassft forth bclov? ^P™ 6 ** 68 


Transition 

Ceiling 

; and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

T fall Tnt 

PAE VOR .-. 

Direct.— 

1700 

T-dn#. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

Piinhrirlffft Tnt 

PAE VOR _ _ 

Direct. 

1700 

C-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

PAT? pRn fFinatt 

PAE VOR .-.. . 

Direct. 

1100 

S-dn-10.. 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 

lAIL JvJl>U V a aIAcVI/--- - - - — - --- - - — 




A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar transitions and vectoring utilizing Seattle Center Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

When used in lieu of procedure turn, radar alignment on final approach heading within 10 miles of PAE VOR is required. 

Procedure turn E side ers, 334° Outbnd, 154° Inbnd, 1700 7 within 10 miles of PAE VOR. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 16,158—1.0 mile, PAE VOR on airport. ,, . . .. .. . . 0/w ., n 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, turn right, climb to 2000 on R-275 within 
10 miles. 

Caution: Numerous jet aircraft activities from airport and in immediate surrounding area. 

Other change: Deletes transition from EVE-LFR and Port Gamble (LF) Int. 

^Takeoff minima 200-34 authorized only for runways 16 and 34. 

V] Fac. Class., VOR; Ident., PAE; Procedure No. TerVOR-16, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. 
No. Orig.; Dated, 20 Oct. 62 


City, Everett; State, Wash.; Airport Name, Paine Field; Elev., f 


.. . i - j 




T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-3 4 





C-dn. 

600-1 

500-1 

600-134 





8-dn-23. 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

--- 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 050° Outbnd, 230° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2800'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 23, 225°—0.25 miles. Tnm ^ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 3400 on JST-VOR R-230 within 10 miles, 
a left turn, return to VOR, hold northeast inbnd crs 230° 1-minute right turns. 

City, Johnstown; State, Pa.; Airport Name, Johnstown-Cambria County; Elev., 228-4'; Fac. Class., BVOR-DME; Ident., JST; Procedure No. TerVOR-23, Arndt. 1; Eff. 

Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 11 Nov. 61 


Make 


OKK VOR 
OKK RBn. 
OKK VOR 
Sweet Int**. 


MZZ VOR 

Direct__ 

2200 

2200 

2200 

1300 

T-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

NA 

MZZ VOR 

Direct__ 

C-dn. 

Sweet Int** 

Direct_ 

S-dn-15. 

Show Int# (Final) 

Dirp.ot. _ - 

A-dn*_ 





200-34 

500-1}3 
400-1 
NA 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 320° Outbound, 140° Inbound, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over MZZ VOR on final approach course 1300'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of runway 150°—0.3 mile. 

Crs and distance, show Int to airport 140°—3.0 miles. , _ ... . 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 
R-140 and then return to VOR. 

*Air Carrier Note: 800-2 authorized for air carrier with weather reporting service. 

**Sweet Int: Int MZZ VOR R-320 and OKK VOR R-075. 

#Show Int: Int MZZ VOR R-320 and OKK VOR R-090. 


0.0 mile of MZZ VOR climb to 2200' on MZZ VOR 


City, Marion; State, Ind.; Airport Name, Marion Municipal; Elev., 850'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., MZZ; Procedure No. TVOR-15, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 





C-dn*. 

600-1 

600-1 

500-134 





8—dn-4__ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 215° Outbnd, 035° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 600'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 4,044°—0.4 mile. .... . . .... .. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 1500' on crs of 035° within 10 miles 
of Salisbury VOR. Turn right, return to SBY-VOR at 1500'. Hold NE 1-minute left turns, inbnd crs 215°. 

♦Night operations—Runways 13-31, 4-22 only. 


City, Salisbury; State. Md.; Airport Name, Salisbury-Wicomico County; Elev., 52'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., SBY; Procedure No. TerVOR-4, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 

23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 





T-dn...,. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 




C-dn*. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1)^ 




S-dn-22. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 058° Outbnd, 238° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 700'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 22, 224°—0.8 mile. . .. „ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 1500' on crs of 238° within 10 miles of 
Salisbury VOR. Turn left, return to SBY-VOR at 1500'. Hold NE, 1-minute left turns, inbnd crs 215°. 

♦Night operations—Runways 13-31, 4-22 only. 

City, Salisbury; State, Md.; Airport Name, Salisbury-Wicomico County; Elev., 52'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., SBY; Procedure No. TerVOR-22, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 

23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 


From— 


To- 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 

2-engine or less 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn*. 

600-1 

600-1 

S-dn-31. 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn__ 

800-2 

800-2 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200-14 

600 - 1^2 

600-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 142° Outbnd, 322° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 700'. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Runway 31, 314°—0.4 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, climb to 1700' on crs of 322° within 10 miles 
of Salisbury VOR. Turn left, return to SBY-VOR at 1700'. Hold NE 1-minute left turns, inbound course 215°. 

♦Night operations—Runways 13-31, 4-22 only. 

City, Salisbury; State, Md.; Airport Name, Salisbury-Wicomico County; Elev., 52'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., SBY; Procedure No. TerVOR-31, Arndt. 2: Eff Date 

23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 ' 


5. The very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures prescribed in § 609.300 
are amended to read in part: 

VOR-DME Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

20-mile fix R-075. 

18-mile fix R-075. 

Direct. 

12000 

10000 

8000 

9000 

8000 

7500 

6500 

5700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

400-1 

500-1 

800-2 

200-Ji 

*400-1 

600-114 

800-2 

18-mile fix R-075... 

15-mile fix R-075.... 

Direct_ 

S-dn-08 

15-mile fix R-075. 

ABQ VOR. 

Direct. 

C—dn 

25-mile fix R-256. 

15-mile fix R-256..... 

Direct__ 

A-dn 

15-mile fix R-256. 

10-mile fix R-256. 

Direct.. 


10-mile fix R-256.... 

ABQ VOR.... 

Direct__ 

ABQ VOR.. 

5-mile fix R-077. 

Direct. . 

5-mile fix R-077. 

9-mile fix R-077. 

Direct__ 





Radar transitions and vectoring using ABQ Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar pattern. 

Procedure turn N side of crs. 257° Outbnd, 077° Inbnd, 8000' within 10 miles when authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 15 miles between radials 125 clockwise 
to 025 at 8000' to position aircraft for final approach with elimination of a procedure turn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 7500' 

Course and distance, facility to airport 077°—9.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished at 9-mile fix on R-077, make left climbing turn to 8000' 
and proceed direct to ABQ VOR. 

Runway 17-35 limited to aircraft of 33,000 pounds or less gross weight. 

Caution: Terrain exceeding 8000' located beyond 18 miles east of VOR 
*500-114 required for turbojet powered aircraft. 

City, Albuquerque; State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Kirtland AFB/Municipal; Elev., 5352'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., ABQ; Prodecure No. VOR-DME No. 1, Arndt. 

Orig.; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63 

6. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Bismarck LFR......... 

LOM...... 

Direct.. 

3300 

3300 

3300 

3300 

T-dn. . 

300-1 

400-1 

400-114 

300-M 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

500-114 

300-K 

600-2 

*200-14 

500-l>4 

600-114 

300-54 

600-2 

Bismarck VOR.. 

LOM..... 

Direct 

O-d 

Lincoln Int**___ 

LOM______ 

Direct__ 

C-n 

Bell Int***. 

LOM...... 

Direct.... 

S-dn-30# 




A-dn... 



Procedure turn E side SE crs, 126° Outbnd, 306° Inbnd, 3300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope int inbnd, 2800'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM 2754—3.5, at MM 1864—0.4. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 3800' on W crs BK-LFR or to 3800' on R-262 BIS- 
VOR within 20 miles or, when directed by ATG, make right climbing turn to 3800' on R-336 BIS-VOR within 20 miles. 

Caution: Radio towers: 1756' 0.5 mile S of airport, 2145' 2.4 miles N, 1848' 3.0 miles W, 2317' 8.1 miles N W, 2413' 9.2 miles NE, and 3121' 11 miles SSE. 

Note: Glide slope touchdown point 2200' from approach end of Runway 30. (Elevation of glide slope over approach end of runway 120 7 AGL.) 

#No approach lights. 

*300-1 required on Runways 2, 20, 35, and 17. 

**Lincoln Int: W crs BK-LFR and SE crs ILS. 

***Bell Int: BIS VOR R-117 and 072° brg from LOM. 

City, Bismarck; State, N. Dak.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 1653'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-BIS; Procedure No. ILS-30, Arndt. 13; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt* 

No. 12; Dated, 25 Aug. 62 












































































































Friday, February 22, 1963 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


1725 


ILS Standard instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 


Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

OYR-VOR 

ILS W crs . 

057°-18 . 

6000 

5600 

5000 

6000 

6300 

5000 

5000 

5000 

2800 

T-dn# . 

300-1 

900-1% 

900-2 

300-% 

900-2 

300-1 

900-1% 

900-2 

300-% 

900-2 

300-1 

900-1% 

900-2 

300-% 

900-2 

OnuortlC Tnt. 

LOM ... 

Direct . 

C-d* . 

"Molihii Tnt. __ 

LOM . 

Direct . 

C-n* . 

Pt Dume Tnt. 

LOM . 

Direct .. 

S-dn-7** . 

Newhall t.fr _ 

LOM._ . 

Direct . 

A-dn . 

Fillmore VOR 

Woodland Int% ____ 

Direct . 


Int LAX-VOR R-277 and Lake Hughes 
VOR R-169. 

Twin Lakes Tnt.________ 

Woodland Int% _ __ __ 

Direct .. 

Woodland Int% ._*.. 

Direct .. 

Woodland Int% 

LOM (Final). 

Direct. 





Radar transitions and vectoring using Burbank Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 side of crs, 266° Outbnd, 076° Inbnd, 4000' within 10 miles of LOM. Beyond 10 miles NA. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2800'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to appr end of runway at OM, 2738'—6.0 miles; at MM, 1355'—1.7 miles; at inner compass locator. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, make immediate right climbing turn to 4000' on W crs BUR 

West *of LOM^r, when directed by ATC, (1) climb direct to Glendale RBn, climb via 098° brng from Glendale RBn to 3000', turn right, climb to recross Glendale RBn 
not below 4600', then proceed direct to BUR ILS LOM or, (2) climb direct to Glendale RBn, then climb via 098° brng of Glendale RBn to 4000' within 12.0 miles. . 

Caution: High terrain NE and E of airport. 

Air Carrier Notes: Sliding scale prohibited below % mile for takeoff on Runways 7,16, 33, and for straight-in landing minima. Sliding scale NA for circling minima. 
Notes: Nonstandard installation. Localizer antenna at approach end of runway. 

#200-% authorized for takeoff on Runway 25 only. 

•Maneuvering NE and E of airport NA. 

••For minimums of 300-%, components of ILS must be utilized. If glide slope not received, then minimums of 400-1 apply. 

%Woodland Int: Int BUR ILS W crs and Fillmore VOR R-lll. 

City, Burbank; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Lockheed Air Terminal; Elev., 776'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-BUR; Procedure No. ILS-7, Arndt. 16; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 15; Dated, 26 Jan. 63 


Cold Bav LFR 

CBD-LOM 

Direct_ 

1700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 




C-dn-26,* 32.... 
C-d-8. 

400-1 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

600-1% 

800-2 





C—n—8 _ ___ 

NA 

NA 

NA 





8-dn-14**. 

300-% 

600-2 

1000-2 

800-2 

300-% 

600-2 

1000-2 

800-2 

300-% 

600-2 

1000-2 

800-2 





A-dn-14,26, and 
32 (Loc. and 

3 comp.). 

A-dn-14,26, 
and 32 (with¬ 
out Loc. and 

3 comp.). 

A-d-8. 







Procedure turn E side of crs, 321° Outbnd, 141° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. Nonstandard due to terrain 1700' 8.8 miles W of crs. 

Minimum altitude over outer marker inbnd, 700'. 

No glide slope. Distance to approach end of runway at OM, 4.8 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after passing OM, turn left, climb to 3000' 
on N crs of ILS within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 3000' on N crs Cold Bay LFR. 

•Caution: Circling to Runways 26 and 32 will be accomplished East of airport. Mount Simon l,100db feet 2.4 miles W of airport. 

••Descent below 600' on final approach NA until past CO LFR; if CO LFR not received, further descent NA. 

City, Cold Bay; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Cold Bay; Elev., 94'; Fac. Class., ILS: Ident., I-CDB; Procedure No. ILS-14, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Arndt. No, 

3; Dated, 2 Feb. 63 


ITH-VOR 

Alpine RBn (Final). 

Direct.-.- 

3300 

T-d*. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

ATE-VOR 

Alpine RBn__ 

Direct. 

3300 

rp_ n * 

800-3 

800-3 

800-3 

ELM-VOR" 

Alpine RBn. 

Direct.... 

3300 

C-d. 

1200-2 

1200-2 

1200-2 

8ayre Int_ 

Alpine RBn..... 

Direct. 

3300 

C-n. 

1200-3 

1200-3 

1200-3 

Int ATE-VOR R-129 and NE crs Loc. 

Alpine RBn (Final). 

Direct. 

3300 

S-dn-24#. 

A-d. 

A-n. 

800-1% 

1400-2 

1400-3 

800-1% 

1400-2 

1400-3 

800-1% 

1400-2 

1400-3 


Procedure turn N side of final approach crs, 059° Outbnd. 239° Inbnd, 3300' within 10 miles of Alpine RBn. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 3300'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2237'—3.9 miles; at MM, 1170'—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.9 miles after passing outer marker or 7.0 after passing 
Alpine RBn, climb on crs 239° to 2500* within 10 miles. Then proceed direct to ELM-VOR, climbing to 3000'. Hold west ELM-VOR, 1-minute right turns, 066° Inbnd. 

Air Carrier Note: Sliding scale NA. No reduction in landing visibility minimums authorized for local conditions. 

•Takeoff minimums 800-1Vi day and night authorized for runway; 6-24 only when all components of ILS are in operation otherwise 800-2 and 800-3 night apply. 

#900-1% required with glide slope inoperative. 

City, Elmira; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Chemung County; Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ELM; Procedure No. ILS-24, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 1; Dated, 15 Dec. 62 


El Paso VOR.... 

LOM. 

Direct__ 

6200 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 

ei Paso RRn .::::::::::::: 

LOM... 

Direct... 

5200 

O-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1% 

Int R-259 ELP VOR and NE crs ILS . 

LOM. 

Direct.. 

6200 

8-dn-22. 

200-% 

200-% 

200-% 

Newman VOR 

LOM... 

Direct_ 

5500 

A-dn... 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Hio RBn... 

LOM..... 

Direct.. 

7000 














Radar transitions and vectoring using El Paso Radar approved in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Procedure turn N side of NE crs, 038° Outbnd, 218° Inbnd, 6200' within 10 miles. 

Radar vectors to final approach required. Procedure turn not authorized unless approved by ATC. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd. 5000'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to appr end of runway at OM, 5000'—3.7 miles; at MM, 4139'— 0.5 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished turn left to 126°, climb to 6000', intercept and proceed BE on 
R-150 ELP VOR within 20 miles. 

City, El Paso; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 3956'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ELP; Procedure No. ILS-22, Amdt. 17; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 16; Dated, 11 Mar. 61 


No. 38-3 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ILS Standard instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Diamond Int**_ 

Webb City Tnt# (FinaB . 

Direct_ 

1800 

3000 

3000 

T-dn 

300-1 
500-116 
500-1H 
800-2 

300-1 
500-l>6 
500-1 y 2 
800-2 

iff? 

LOM. 

Webb City Int#... 

Direct._ 

C-dn 

Granby Tnt*_ _ _ _ _ 

Diamond Int**.... 

Direct... 

S-dn-31. 




A-dn. 



Procedure turn E side of SE crs, 130° Outbnd, 310° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles of Webb City Int#. 

No glide slope. Minimum altitude over Webb City Int# on final approach crs, 1800'. 

Crs and distance, Webb City Int# to airport, 310°—3.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or iflanding not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing Webb City Int#, climb to 2700' 
on the NW crs of JLN localizer to JL LOM and hold. 

Note: Procedure authorized only when aircraft equipped to receive ILS and VOR simultaneously. 

•Granby Int: Int SE crs JLN ILS and R-051 EOS-VOR. 

••Diamond Int: Int SE crs JLN ILS and R-014 EOS-VOR. 

#Webb City Int: Int EOS-VOR R-351 and SE crs JLN localizer. 

Caution: 2049' tower 11 miles WNW of airport. 

City, Joplin; State, Mo.; Airport Name, Joplin Municipal; Elev., 980'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-JLN; Procedure No. ILS-31, Arndt. 6; EfL Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 6; Dated, 11 Aug. 62 


Cedar wood Int....._ 

LOM... 

Direct. 

8000 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-M 

PUB-VOR. 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

6800 

C-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 r 2 

Charles Int**___ 

LOM . 

Direct,_ 

7300 

S-dn-8#.. 

200 -Yz 

200-K 

200 -'A 

Hanover “II"_ 

LOM 

Direct. 

7300 

A-dn 

600-9 

600-9 

600-9 

Pinon Int%. 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

7300 

If glide slope# not utilized and 8NM DME fix from 





PUB VOR is received, then the following minimums 





are authorized: 








C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1! 6 





S-dn-8. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn S side of W crs, 265° Outbnd, 075° Inbnd, 6800' within 10 miles of OM. Beyond 10 miles NA. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 6800'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 6780'—6.4 miles; at MM, 4920'—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 6000' on E crs PUB ILS within 20 miles or, when 
directed by ATC, right climbing turn and climb to 7000' on PUB-VOR R-163 within 15 miles. 

Note* Narrow localizer course 4 degrees. 

%Pinon Int—PUB VOR R-314 and COS VOR R-169. 

••Charles Int PUB VOR R-216and COS VOR R-169. 

•300-1 required for takeoff Runways 26 and 35. 

#400-1 required with any component of the ILS inoperative, 800-1 authorized without glide slope. 

City, Pueblo; State, Colo.; Airport Name, Pueblo-Memorial; Elev., 4725'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-PUB; Procuedure No. ILS-8, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 23 Feb. 63; Sup. Amdt. 
♦ No. 1; Dated, 22 Apr. 61 


PAE VOR. 

LOM... 

Direct '_ 

2100 

T-dn.... 

300-1 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

200-H 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

SJ-LFR... 

LOM.... 

Direct_ 

2100 

C-dn 

Black Diamond Int__ 

LOM.. 

Direct_ _ 

3000 

S-dn-13* 

SEA-VOR... 

LOM. 

Direct. 

2100 

A-dn 

Burton Int_ 

LOM. 

Direct_ 

2100 


Lofall Int__ 

LOM. 

Direct.... 

2100 





Bain bridge Int____ 

LOM (Final)... 

Direct... 

2100 













Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

When used in lieu of procedure turn, radar alignment on final approach heading within 10 miles of LOM is required. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 308° Outbnd, 128° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2100'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2080'—6.4 miles; at MM, 500 7 —1.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.6 miles after passing LMM or 6.4 miles after passing 
LOM, climb to 2100' direct to SJ-LFR, thence turn left, continue climb direct to BF LOM or, when directed by ATC, climb to 2000' direct to SJ-LFR. thence turn right, 
continue climb direct to SE LOM. 

Note: Narrow localizer course—4°. 


Caution: 578' MSL tower 0.7 mile S of final approach crs. Terrain, trees, and water tanks to 591' MSL 1.8 miles. SW through W of airport, and E through SE of airport 
within 2.3 miles to 556' MSL. Localizer usable only 45° on either side of front course. False course indications possible in other areas. 

•700' required when glide slope not used. 

•Air carrier: Sliding scale not authorized below ^ mi. 


City, Seattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, King County (Boeing Field); Elev., 17'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-BFI; Procedure No. ILS-13, Amdt. 5; Eff. Date, 23 Feb.63; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 4; Dated, 24 Nov. 62 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on January 17, 1963. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 

[FJR. Doc. 63-744; Filed, Feb. 21. 1963; 8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket C—308] 

PART 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

Klear Vision Contact Lens Specialists, 
Inc., et al. 

Subpart —Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.205 Scientific or other 
relevant facts; § 13.280 Unique nature or 
advantages . 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719; as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Klear 
Vision Contact Lens Specialists, Inc., et al.. 
New York, N.Y., Docket C-308, Feb. 6, 1963] 

In the Matter of Klear Vision Contact 

Lens Specialists, 7nc., a Corporation, 

and Lawrence Lewison, and Shirley 

Lewison, Individually and as Officers 

of Said Corporation 

Consent order requiring New York 
City manufacturers of their so-called 
“Vent- Air Contact Lenses” to cease mis¬ 
representing in advertising the sim¬ 
plicity and accuracy of fitting individ¬ 
uals with contact lenses through use of 
their “Comeascope” and “Photo-Matic 
Test”, and representing falsely that only 
their contact lenses permit exchange of 
air under the lens and that they provide 
care-free vision, as in the order below 
in detail set forth. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Klear 
Vision Contact Lens Specialists, Inc., a 
corporation, and its officers, and Law¬ 
rence Lewison and Shirley Lewison, in¬ 
dividually and as officers of said corpora¬ 
tion, and respondents’ representatives, 
agents and employees, directly or through 
any corporate or other device, in con¬ 
nection with the offering for sale, sale 
and distribution of contact lenses do 
forthwith cease and desist from directly 
or indirectly: 

A. Disseminating, or causing the dis¬ 
semination of, any advertisement by 
means of the United States mails or by 
any means in commerce, as “commerce” 
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis¬ 
sion Act, which advertisement represents 
directly or by implication: 

1. That through the use of the instru¬ 
ment designated as a Corneascope or any 
other device of similar design, construc¬ 
tion or utility, irrespective of the desig¬ 
nation applied thereto: 

(a) It can be determined whether an 
individual can wear contact lenses; 

(b) The “Photo-Matic Test” or “New 
Photo-Matic Method” alone can deter¬ 
mine whether an individual is suitable 
for contact lenses; 

(c) A perfect fitting of contact lenses 
is insured; 

(d) Fitting a person with contact 
lenses is as simple as taking a picture; 

(e) An individual’s suitability for con¬ 
tact lenses can be determined in 60 
seconds or other period of time; 


(f) Measurement of the eye is pre¬ 
cisely calculated with 100 percent 
accuracy; 

(g) No trial wearing of lenses is 
needed or that nothing touches the eye; 

(h) There is no discomfort or incon¬ 
venience in fitting contact lenses. 

2. That only respondents’ contact 
lenses permit exchange of air under the 
lens. 

3. That respondents’ Vent-Air contact 
lenses provide care-free vision. 

B. Disseminating, or causing to be dis¬ 
seminated, by any means, for the purpose 
of inducing, or which is likely to induce, 
directly or indirectly, the purchase of 
respondents’ product, in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, any advertise¬ 
ment which contains any of the repre¬ 
sentations prohibited in Paragraph 1 
hereof. 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with this order. 

Issued: February 6, 1963. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1959; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[T.D. 55835] 

PART 16—liquidation of duties 


Countervailing Duties; Sugar Content 
of Certain Articles From Australia 


The following information is published 
pursuant to T.D. 54582 dated April 29, 
1958 (23 F.R. 3034). 

The Treasury Department is in receipt 
of official information that the rates of 
bounties or grants paid or bestowed by 
the Australian Government within the 
meaning of section 303, Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1303), on the exporta¬ 
tion during the last 6 months of 1962 of 
approved fruit products and other ap¬ 
proved products containing sugar are 
the amounts set forth in the following 
table: 

Merchandise—Approved Fruit Products and 
Other Approved Products 


1962: 

July_ 

August- 

September 

October_ 

November . 
December _ 


Net amount 
of bounty 
per 2,240 
pounds of 
sugar content 
___ A£39. 3. 0 
39.6.0 
35.8.0 
37.1.0 

_ 38.15.0 

28.10.0 


The net amounts of bounties or grants 
on the above-described commodities 
which are manufactured or produced in 
Australia are hereby ascertained, deter¬ 
mined, and declared to be the amounts 


set forth in the above table. Collectors 
of customs shall assess and collect addi¬ 
tional duties on the above-described 
commodities, except those commodities 
covered by T.D. 55716, whether imported 
directly or indirectly from that country, 
equal to the appropriate net amount of 
the bounty shown in the above table. 

The table in § 16.24(f) of the Customs 
Regulations is amended by inserting after 
the last line under “Australia—Sugar 
content of certain articles” the number 
of this Treasury decision in the column 
headed “Treasury Decision” and the 
words “New rates” in the column headed 
“Action.” 

(R.S. 251, secs. 303, 624, 46 Stat. 687, 759; 
19 U.S.C. 66, 1303, 1624) 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: February 14,1963. 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1966; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 ajn.] 

[T. D. 55839] 

PART 22—DRAWBACK 
Substituted Merchandise 

Under § 22.5(a) (2) of the Customs 
Regulations, imported merchandise 
which is designated as the basis for the 
allowance of drawback on exported ar¬ 
ticles is required to be used in the manu¬ 
facture or production of articles by the 
manufacturer or producer of the ex¬ 
ported articles within 3 years after the 
date on which it is received by such 
manufacturer or producer. 

It is considered desirable to amend 
§ 22.5 of the Customs Regulations to per¬ 
mit the importer of crude petroleum to 
designate, as the basis for the allowance 
of drawback, imported crude petroleum 
which is exchanged by the importer for 
domestic crude petroleum in conformity 
with Presidential Proclamation No. 3279 
of March 10, 1959, and the Oil Import 
Regulations issued thereunder, although 
the importer does not actually use such 
imported crude petroleum in the manu¬ 
facture or production of articles. 

Notice of the proposed amendment of 
§ 22.5 of the regulations was published in 
the Federal Register on October 25, 1962 
(27 F.R. 10417), pursuant to section 4 of 
the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003). Consideration of the views 
and arguments received relating to the 
proposed amendment indicates a neces¬ 
sity to make clear the fact that the 
amendment does not apply to imported 
crude petroleum which is covered by a 
certificate of delivery, customs Form 
7543, issued by the importer, and there¬ 
fore does not affect the existing right of 
another manufacturer to designate the 
imported crude petroleum taken in ex¬ 
change where such right is evidenced by 
a certificate of delivery from the 
importer. 

Accordingly, § 22.5 of the Customs 
Regulations is amended by adding a new 
paragraph (e) reading as follows: 

(e) For purposes of compliance with 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, the use 
of domestic crude petroleum taken in 













1728 

exchange for imported crude petroleum 
in conformity with Presidential Procla¬ 
mation No. 3279 of March 10, 1959, and 
the Oil Import Regulations issued there¬ 
under, shall constitute use of the im¬ 
ported crude petroleum, provided no 
certificate of delivery on customs Form 
7543 is issued covering such imported 
crude petroleum. 

(Secs. 313, 624, 46 Stat. 693, as amended, 759; 
19 U.S.C. 1313, 1624) 

The above amendment is hereby 
adopted effective as to exportations on 
and after 30 days after the date of 
publication in the Federal Register. 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: February 14, 1963. 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1967; Filed, Feb. 21. 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter VI! —Department of the Air 
Force 

SUBCHAPTER C—CLAIMS AND ACCOUNTS 

PART 836—CLAIMS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 
Part 836 is amended as follows: 

1. Revise §§ 836.1(a), 836.15(a)(3), 

836.41(a), 836.47(c) and 836.52(d) as 
follows: 

§ 836.1 Definitions. 

(a) Claim. Any written demand on 
the Air Force for the payment of a sum 
certain, other than for ordinary obliga¬ 
tions incurred in the regular procure¬ 
ment of services, supplies, equipment, or 
real estate. An oral demand may be 
considered a claim under §§ 836.20 to 
836.27 and 836.50 to 836.59. Assertable 
claims comprise all claims in favor of 
the United States based on tort liability 
of some third person. 

***** 

§ 836.15 Action on disapproved claims. 

(a) * * * 

(3) In all claims paid under §§ 836.85 
to 836.98 a settlement agreement is re¬ 
quired as provided therein. 

***** 

§ 836.41 Property recovered by claim- 
ant. 

(a) The claimant is put on notice 
when he files a claim that if any of the 
property for which the claim is made is 
later recovered, he is required to notify 
Headquarters USAF (AFJALD) immedi¬ 
ately. This notice is incorporated in AF 
Form 529. 

§ 836.47 Claims procedure. 

***** 

(c) When an appeal is presented to 
the approving authority, he will forward 
it and the related claim file to Head¬ 
quarters USAF (AFJALD) for determi¬ 
nation by the Secretary of the Air Force. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

This does not prohibit a reconsideration 
by the approving authority. 

§ 836.52 Proper claimants. 

***** 

(d) Claims by inhabitants of the 
USSR, Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslova¬ 
kia, East Germany, Hungary, Poland, 
Romania, North Korea, The Peoples 
Republic of China, Cuba, and Yugoslavia 
will be considered on an individual basis 
only, and will be forwarded through 
claims channels to Headquarters USAF 
(AFJALD) for appropriate action. 

2. In § 835.30(a), revise subparagraph 
(3) (vi) (b) as follows: 

§ 836.30 Cognizable claims. 

***** 

(a) * * * 

(3) Specific types of claims payable 
include: 

(vi) * * * 

(b) The only time a claim for damage 
to an automobile on base will be proc¬ 
essed as an on base incident to service 
claim under §§ 836.28 to 836.41 is when 
the damaged vehicle is owned exclusively 
by military or civilian personnel and the 
accident occurred in the United States, 
its territories, Commonwealth, or pos¬ 
sessions. Such claims will be payable 
only when the proximate cause of dam¬ 
age is an authorized U.S. Armed Forces 
activity. However, it does not have to 
be an authorized Air Force activity that 
causes the loss if all other criteria are 
met, i.e., incident to service, no negli¬ 
gence on the part of the Air Force mem¬ 
ber or his agent, and loss resulted from 
an authorized U.S. Armed Forces activ¬ 
ity. There will be instances when off- 
base accidents or incidents will be con¬ 
sidered incident to service. An example 
of this would be when a service member 
is forced to use his own vehicle to per¬ 
form an emergency mission in connec¬ 
tion with his assigned duties because an 
official vehicle is not available. Such 
claims will at all times be cognizable 
under §§ 836.28 to 836.41, even though 
they may be determined to be not 
payable. 

3. Revise the center heading preceding 
§ 836.75 to read as follows: 

Property Damage Tort Claims in Favor 
of the United States 

4. Revise § 836.77 to read as follows: 
§ 836.77 Assertable claims. 

Unless otherwise prescribed, assert¬ 
able claims comprise all tort claims for 
damage to or loss or destruction of Gov¬ 
ernment property of more than $25—in¬ 
cluding claims for damage caused by 
negligent operation of privately owned 
vehicles by military or civilian personnel. 
Claims for lesser amounts may be in¬ 
cluded when assertion thereof is con¬ 
sidered in the interest of the Air Force. 
However, claims will not be made 
against: 

(a) Nonappropriated funds, as the 
interdepartmental waiver applies to 
claims against and in favor of these Fed¬ 
eral activities (see § 836.111). 

(b) Foreign governments unless spe¬ 
cifically authorized by Headquarters 
USAF (AFJALD). 


5. Revise heading of § 836.78 as 
follows: 

§ 836.78 Claims not assertable. 

§§ 836.86(c)(1); 836.102(c); 836.104; 
836.107 and 836.113 (b), (d), and 

(e) [Amendment] 

6. Amend the symbol “(AFCJA-13) ” 
to read “(AFJALD) ” in §§ 836.86(c) (1); 
836.102(c); 836.104; 836.107 and 836.113 
(b), (d), and (e). 

7. New §§ 836.114 through 836.122 are 
added as follows: 

Hospital Recovery Claims in Favor of 
the United States 

§ 836.114 General. 

(a) The statute provides generally that 
in any case in which the United States is 
authorized or required by law to furnish 
hospital, medical, surgical, or dental care 
and treatment (including prothesis and 
medical appliances) to a person who is 
injured or suffers a disease after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1962 under circumstances creat¬ 
ing a tort liability upon some third 
person to pay damages therefor, the 
United States shall have the right to 
recover from said third person the rea¬ 
sonable value of such care and treatment 
so furnished or to be furnished and shall 
as to this right be subrogated to any 
right or claim that the injured or dis¬ 
eased person, his guardian, personal 
representative, estate, dependents, or 
survivors has against such third per¬ 
son to the extent of the reasonable value 
of the care and treatment so furnished 
or to be furnished. 

(b) The President has provided by 
Executive Order No. 11060 of November 
7, 1962 that the Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget shall determine and estab¬ 
lish rates that represent the reasonable 
value of hospital, medical, surgical, or 
dental care and treatment (including 
prothesis and medical appliances) fur¬ 
nished or to be furnished. 

(c) Except as to determination and 
establishment of rates as set forth in 
paragraph (b) of this section, the Exec¬ 
utive Order provides that The Attorney 
General shall prescribe regulations to 
carry out the purpose of the Act. The 
Attorney General has promulgated regu¬ 
lations in accordance therewith which 
are set forth in 28 CFR 43.1-43.4. These 
regulations prescribe that in each case 
wherein hospital, medical, surgical, 
dental care or treatment is furnished a 
determination be made as to whether 
or not a third party is liable in tort, and 
thereupon assert a claim for the reason¬ 
able value of the injured parties hospi¬ 
talization care and/or treatment. In ad¬ 
dition, the individual receiving such med¬ 
ical or dental treatment is required to 
assign to the United States his claim 
or cause of action against the third per¬ 
son to the extent of the reasonable value 
of the care and treatment furnished or 
to be furnished; to cooperate in the 
prosecution of claims and actions by the 
United States; to notify the department 
concerned of any offer of settlement or 
the institution of suit against the third 
party. These regulations authorize the 
department concerned to accept the full 
amount of a claim and execute a release 
therefor in any amount, or to compro- 
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mise and settle any claim where the 
amount claimed is $2,500 or less. Annual 
reports are required to be submitted to 
The Attorney General. 

§ 836.115 Definitions. 

(a) Assertion of claim. A demand on 
a third party tortfeasor for a sum cer¬ 
tain determined to be the reasonable 
value of medical care. 

(b) Medical care. Includes hospital, 
medical, surgical, or dental care and 
treatment (including prothesis and med¬ 
ical appliances) furnished or to be fur¬ 
nished by the United States. 

(c) Reasonable value of medical care. 
The value of the medical care furnished 
or to be furnished as a result of the in¬ 
jury or disease which gave rise to the 
claim determined only in accordance 
with rates prescribed by the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

(d) Base staff judge advocate. The 
staff judge advocate of the base furnish¬ 
ing legal services to the United States 
Air Force medical facility furnishing 
medical care to the injured party. If 
medical care is provided in other than 
a United States Air Force medical facil¬ 
ity, then the staff judge advocate of the 
Air Force base nearest to the location 
where the medical care was provided. 

(e) General courts-martial jurisdic¬ 
tion ( GCM ). The command exercising 
general courts-martial jurisdiction over 
the organization of the base staff judge 
advocate. 

(f) Major air command. The major 
air command to which the general 
courts-martial jurisdiction is assigned. 

(g) Injured party. Any person who is 
furnished authorized medical care and 
does not personally or through his agent 
pay the existing rate for the same (see 
§ 836.116). 

(h) Notice to tortfeasor. Initial 
notice to apparent tortfeasor of intent 
to assert claim SF 96, “Notice of Claim”. 

(i) Debtor. An individual, partner¬ 
ship, association, corporation, or gov¬ 
ernmental body, foreign or domestic 
(other than an instrumentality of the 
United States or an employer of seamen 
treated under the provisions of 42 U.S.C. 
249). 

§ 836.116 Assertable claims. 

Assertable claims comprise all claims 
which are based upon injuries or disease 
occurring after December 31,1962 within 
the purview of §§ 836.114 to 836.122 for 
which medical care has been furnished 
by the Air Force without reimbursement, 
or for which the Air Force is the re¬ 
sponsible sponsoring agent, under cir¬ 
cumstances creating a tort liability upon 
some third person (other than or in ad¬ 
dition to the United States). Subsist¬ 
ence charges, interservice rate, inter¬ 
agency rate or dependent rate for 
medical care are not considered as re¬ 
imbursement for the purposes of this 
section. 

§836.117 Claims not assertable. 

(a) Claims for less than 2 days’ 
hospitalization or for less than four out¬ 
patient definitive treatments unless a 
government property damage claim is to 
be asserted under §§ 836.75 to 836.81. 

(b) Claims for medical care furnished 
by the Veterans Administration to an 


eligible veteran for a service-connected 
disability under the provisions of 38 
U.S.C. 601-643. 

(c) Claims against employers of sea¬ 
men treated under the provisions of 42 
U.S.C. 249. 

§836.118 Statute of limitations. 

The Act provides that the United 
States is subrogated to the right of the 
injured party. Accordingly, it is desir¬ 
able that all actions be taken timely so 
as to preclude the running of any statute 
of limitations based on local law. As 
to actions to be brought in the name of 
the United States, it has been historically 
the position of the United States that 
no defense of statute of limitations or 
laches may be interposed. However, 
whenever a formal claim has not been 
asserted or if the claim has been as¬ 
serted and has not been settled within 
4 months prior to the running of the 
statute of limitations based on local law, 
the entire file will be forwarded to Head¬ 
quarters USAF (AFJALD) with appro¬ 
priate recommendations. 

§ 836.119 Medical care furnished by 
other Federal medical facilities. 

A Federal medical facility other than 
an Air Force medical treatment facility 
which gives definitive medical care at 
the expense of the Air Force to a per¬ 
son who has been injured or who has 
incurred a disease because of apparent 
third party tort liability, will submit a 
report thereof to the staff judge ad¬ 
vocate of the Air Force base nearest to 
the facility rendering the care. 

§ 836.120 Action by base staff judge 
advocate. 

(a) Upon receipt of a report (AF 
Form 438 (Medical Care—Third Party 
Liability Notification)), the report will 
be reviewed and if it is incomplete every 
effort will be made to obtain the required 
supplementary information. 

(1) Advise the injured party, his 
guardian, personal representative, estate, 
dependents or survivors that: 

(i) A Power of Attorney and Assign¬ 
ment (SF 96-A) must be executed in 
triplicate assigning to the United States 
the claim or cause of action against the 
third person to the extent of the reason¬ 
able value of the care and treatment to 
be furnished, or any portion thereof. 
One copy of the executed SF 96-A will 
be retained by the party executing the 
same. 

(ii) A full and complete written state¬ 
ment concerning the circumstances 
giving rise to injury, including name and 
address of all third parties and wit¬ 
nesses to the incident, must be furnished. 

(iii) Complete information must be 
furnished the responsible staff judge 
advocate concerning any action insti¬ 
tuted or to be instituted by or against a 
third person, any offer of settlement, 
and that no settlement with third per¬ 
son or his insurer should be made with¬ 
out the concurrence of the responsible 
staff judge advocate. 

(iv) They are required by law to coop¬ 
erate in the prosecution of all claims 
and actions by the United States against 
such third persons. 


§836.121 Settlement authority. 

The Secretary of the Air Force or his 
designees may accept the full amount of 
any hospital recovery claim found due 
the United States or compromise or 
waive any such claim not in excess of 
$2,500. 

§ 836.122 Medical records. 

Notwithstanding any provision of 
AFM 160-20 (Administration of Medical 
Treatment Activities), records as to 
medical history, diagnosis, findings, or 
treatment will be withheld from injured 
party or other party claiming through 
such injured party until the SF 96-A is 
properly executed. Subsequent to the 
proper execution of SF 96-A, such 
records may be released in accordance 
with AFM 160-20 upon the approval of 
the appropriate staff judge advocate. 

(42 U.S.C. 2651-2653) 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. 
Statutory provisions interpreted or applied 
are cited to text) [AFM 112-1 A, July 25, 
1962; AFM 112-1B, September 10, 1962; AFM 
112—1C, January 1, 1963; AFM 112-ID, 

February 1,1963] 

By order of the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 

William L. Koch, 

Lt. Colonel, US Air Force, Chief, 
Special Activities Group, 
Office of the Judge Advocate 
General. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1942; Filed, Feb. 21, 1968; 
8:45 ajn.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter 1—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Wildlife Refuges in North Carolina 
and Virginia 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective on date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

North Carolina 

MACKAY ISLAND NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

gport fishing on the Mackay Island 
National Wildlife Refuge, North Caro¬ 
lina, is permitted only on the areas desig¬ 
nated by signs as open to fishing. This 
open area, comprising 370 acres or 6 per¬ 
cent of the total area of the refuge, is 
delineated on a map available at the 
refuge headquarters and from the office 
of the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Peachtree- 
'Seventh Building, Atlanta 23, Georgia. 
Sport fishing is subject to the following 
conditions: 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: 
Bass (Largemouth, Smallmouth, Ken¬ 
tucky or Spotted and Striped), Eastern 
Pickerel (Chain Pickerel or Jack), White 
Bass, Panfish (Crappie, Rock Bass, Blue- 
gill, Yellow Perch, White Perch, Sunfish) 
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and other minor species as prescribed by 
State regulations. 

(b) Open season: March 16, 1963, 
through October 14, 1963, except Corey's 
Ditch and the canal adjacent to the 
Knott’s Island Causeway which are open 
through December 31, 1963. Daylight 
hours only. 

(c) Daily creel limits: Bass (Large- 
mouth, Smallmouth, Spotted) 8 (in 
aggregate); Stripped Bass—25; Eastern 
Pickerel, White Bass, and Panfish—No 
limit. Other minor species are pre¬ 
scribed by State regulations. 

(d) Methods of fishing: 

(1) Pole and line, rod and reel, arti¬ 
ficial and live baits permitted. 

(2) Boats and motors, without size 
limitations, permitted except in areas 
posted as closed. 

(e) Other provisions: 

(1) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation supplement the regulations 
which govern fishing on wildlife refuge 
areas generally which are set forth in 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 33. 

(2) A Federal permit is not required 
to enter the public fishing area. 

(3) The provisions of this special 
regulation are effective to January 1, 
1964. 

Virginia 


(3) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation are effective to January 1, 1964. 

Walter A. Gresh, 
Regional Director , Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

[FJR. Doc. 63-1960; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 

Title 29-LABOR 

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor 

PART 545—HOMEWORKERS IN THE 
FABRIC AND LEATHER GLOVE IN¬ 
DUSTRY; THE HANDKERCHIEF, 
SCARF, AND ART LINEN INDUSTRY; 
THE CHILDREN’S DRESS AND RE¬ 
LATED PRODUCTS INDUSTRY; THE 
WOMEN’S AND C H I L D R E N’S 
UNDERWEAR AND W O M E N’S 
BLOUSE INDUSTRY; THE NEEDLE¬ 
WORK AND FABRICATED TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS INDUSTRY; AND THE 
SWEATER AND KNIT SWIMWEAR 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

Minimum Piece Rate Increases 

In the January 15, 1963, issue of the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 377) I pro¬ 


posed to amend Schedule A and Schedule 
B of 29 CFR 545.13 in order to increase 
the minimum piece rates for home¬ 
workers in Puerto Rico in the women’s 
and children’s underwear and women’s 
blouse industry, the handkerchief, scarf, 
and art linen industry, and the children’s 
dress and related products industry com¬ 
mensurate with increases in the mini¬ 
mum hourly wage rates in those 
industries. 

Interested persons were given 15 days 
in which to file written statements of 
data, views, or arguments in regard to 
this proposal. None were received. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the proposed amendments are 
hereby adopted without change. As the 
amended table merely articulates 
changed piece rates already in effect pur¬ 
suant to 29 CFR 545.9, good cause is 
hereby found to make this amendment 
effective without delay and it shall be 
effective immediately. 

In addition, the title of 29 CFR Part 
545 is amended to read as set forth in 
the caption of this document. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of February 1963. 

Clarence T. Lundqtjist, 
Administrator. 

§ 545.13 Piece rates established in ac¬ 
cordance with § 545.9. 


mackay island national wildlife 
refuge 

Sport fishing on the Mackay Island 
National Wildlife Refuge, Virginia, is 
permitted only on the areas designated 
by signs as open to fishing. This open 
area, comprising 150 acres or 18 percent 
of the total area of the refuge, is deline¬ 
ated on a map available at the refuge 
headquarters and from the office of the 
Regional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish¬ 
eries and Wildlife, Peachtree-Seventh 
Building, Atlanta 23, Georgia. Sport 
fishing is subject to the following 
conditions: 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: 
Bass (Largemouth, Smallmouth, Ken¬ 
tucky or Spotted and Striped), Eastern 
Pickerel (Chain Pickerel or Jack), White 
Bass, Panfish (Crappie, Rock Bass, Blue- 
gill, Yellow Perch, White Perch, Sunfish). 

(b) Open season: March 16, 1963, 

through October 14, 1963. Daylight 

hours only. 

(c) Daily creel limits: Bass (Large- 
mouth, Smallmouth, Spotted, Striped) 
8 (in aggregate) ; White Bass—25; East¬ 
ern Pickerel—8; Panfish—25 (in aggre¬ 
gate) . Other minor species as permitted 
by State regulations. 

(d) Methods of fishing: 

(1) Pole and line, rod and reel, arti¬ 
ficial and live baits permitted. 

(2) Boats and motors, without size 
limitations, permitted except in areas 
posted as closed. 

(e) Other provisions: 

(1) The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation supplement the regulations 
which govern fishing on wildlife refuge 
areas generally which are set forth in 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 33. 

(2) A Federal permit is not required 
to enter the public fishing area. 


Schedule A—Piece Rate Schedule For the Women’s and Children’s Underwear and Women’s Blouse 
Industry and the Children’s Dress and Related Products Industry in Puerto Rico * 




Women’s and children’s 
underwear and Women’s 
Blouse Industry 

Children’s 


No. 

Operation 

Blouses and 
neckwear 
and silk and 
synthetic 
underwear 
and 

nightwear 

(1) 

Cotton 

underwear 

and 

nightwear 

(2) 

dress and 
related 
products 
industry 

(3) 

Unit of payment 


Arenilla (seed stitch), close, H" squares.... 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


1 

90.00 

81.00 

90.00 

Per doz. squares. 

2 

Arenilla (seed stitch), scattered, H" squares.. 

45.00 

40. 50 

45.00 

Do. 

3 

Arrows, filled in, H"— ... 

22.50 

20. 25 

22.50 

Per dozen. 

4 

Back stitch on yokes, armholes, etc. 

•50.00 

•45.00 

61.67 

Per yard. 

5 

Basting bias with cord.... 

24.75 

22.28 

24.75 

6 

Basting darts before sewing... 

* 26.10 

• 23. 50 

32.37 

dS: 

7 

Basting for fagoting....i. 

6. 77 

6.10 

6. 77 

Do. 

8 

Basting hems, 1" to 6" wide__ 

> 15.00 

• 13. 50 

18.50 

12.96 

Do. 

Do. 

9 

Basting lace incidental to sewing on lace 
with solid cord stitch. 

12.97 

11.67 

10 

Basting waist lines, plackets, and facings, 

2 to 3 stitches per inch. 

•9.38 

•8.45 

11.59 

Do. 

11 

Bias piping, joined, double, over 10 stitches 
per inch. 

30.00 

27.00 

30.00 

Do. 

12 

Bias piping, joined, single, over 10 stitches 
per inch. 

37.50 

33.75 

37.50 

Do. 

13 

Bias piping, second seam joined double, set 
flat on garment with running stitch. 

45.20 

40.68 

45.20 

Do. 

14 

Blanket stitch, folding included, 18 stitches 
per inch. 

85.00 

76.50 

85.00 

Do. 

15 

Buttons sewed on with double thread, 2 to 3 
stitches. 

•9.80 

*8.82 

12.04 

Per dozen. 

16 

Buttonhole, stamped, W long__ 

• 32.35 

* 29.12 

39.86 

Do. 

17 

Buttonhole, stamped, H"long.. 

•43.00 

* 38. 70 

53.08 

Do. 

18 

Buttonhole stitch, close.. 

67.50 

60.75 

67.50 

Per yard. 

19 

Buttonhole stitch for joining seams_ 

67.50 

60. 75 

67.50 

Do. 

20 

Seef 

Cord, twisted, over basting. 

ootnotes at end of table. 

7.50 

6.75 

7.50 

Per dozen inches. 
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Schedule B —Piece Rate Schedule for the Handkerchief, Scarf, and Art Linen Industry 

in Puerto Rico 1 —Continued 


No. 

Operation 

Cents 

Cambric 

0) 

Crash 

(2) 

167 

Thread drawing 

Art linens, first thread, not coming out at edge: 

Stamped 1" to 10". 

2.15 


167.2 

Not stamped 1" to 10". 

2.68 

1.59 

167.4 

Art linens, unstamped, first thread, all-around, not com¬ 
ing out at edge: 

Doilies 12" x 18". 

11.99 

9.76 

167.6 

Napkins: 

12" x 12"..... 

9.59 

8.12 

167.7 

15" x 15". 

11.99 

9. 76 

167.8 

18" x18". 

14. 39 

11.27 

168.0 

Scarves: 

17" x 36". 

21.17 

15.17 

168.1 

17" x 45". 

24.77 

17.11 

168.2 

17" x 54". 

28.37 

18.99 

168.3 

Squares: 

36" x 36". 

28.79 

19.19 

168.4 

45" x 45". 

35. 97 

22.81 

168.5 

54" x 54"... 

43.17 

26. 65 

168.6 

Art linens, unstamped, first thread at one end, coming 
out at both edges: 

Towels: 

9" x15". 

1.51 

2.19 

2.52 

168.7 

15" x 24". 


168.8 

18" x 30"__ 


169 

Art linens, after first thread. 

( 7 ) 





Unit of payment 


Per dozen threads. 
Do. 


Per dozen pieces. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


No. 


Operation 


Cents 


Unit of payment 


Thread drawing 


170 

171 

172 

173 

174 

175 

176 

177 


Ladies handkerchiefs 


First thread around edge, cotton or linen, up to 1600 count inclusive 
First thread, inside, cotton or linen, up to 1600 count inclusive 

After first thread (for example, for hemstitching).. 

First thread around edge, linen up to 1500 count inclusive. 16" x 16"~ 
to 20" x 20". 

First thread around edge, linen 1600 count and over. 16" x 16" to 
20" x 20". 


First thread, inside, linen up to 1500 count inclusive, 16" x 16" to 
20" x 20". 


First thread, inside, linen 1600 count and over, 16" x 16" to 20" x 20" 
After first thread (for example, for hemstitching).... 


( 7 ) 


3.00 

Per dozen threads. 

3. 76 

Do. 

( 7 ) 

4.50 

Do. 

5.26 

Do. 

5.26 

Do. 

6.00 

Do. 


No. 

Operation 

Doilies 


Napkins 

Table scarves 

Squares 

Table cloths 



8"xl6" 

10"xl4" 

12"xl8" 

12"xl2" 

15"xl5" 

18"xl8" 

17"x36" 

17"x45" 

17"x54" 

36"x36" 

45"x45" 

54"x54" 

54"x72" 

72"x72" 

72"x90" 

179 

Half roll, cambric and crash, at 3.28 
















180 

cents per dozen inches. 

1.57 

1.57 

1.97 

1.57 

1.97 

2.36 

o An 

4.06 

4.65 

4.72 

5.90 

7.08 

8.26 

9. 44 

10.62 

Hand or French rolling, 10 stitches 
or less per inch, cambric, and crash, 

at 2.12 cents per dozen inches_ 

Hemming stitcn over pasada, meas¬ 

O. 4 4 

















1.02 

1.02 

1.27 

1.02 

1.27 

1.53 

2.25 

2.63 

3.01 

3.06 

3.82 

4.59 

5.35 

6.11 

6.88 

181 

uring all around edge: 

Cambric at 2.01 cents per dozen 
















182 

inches *. 

.96 

.90 

.96 

.90 

1.20 
1.13 

.96 

.90 

1 20 


O 19 

2.49 

2.33 

2.85 
2.67 

2.89 

2.71 

3. 61 
3.39 

4.34 

4.06 

5.06 
4.74 

5.78 

5.42 

6.50 
6.09 

Crash, at 1.88 cents per dozen inches *. 
Second seams, for separate borders, 

l! 13 

I. 40 

1.35 

Z. Id 

1.99 

183 

measuring all around edge: 
Cambric, at 2.01 cents per dozen 
















184 

inches *. 

.96 

.96 

.90 

1.20 
1.13 

.96 

.90 

1.20 
1.13 


O IQ 


2.85 

2.67 

2.89 

2.71 

3.61 
3.39 

4.34 

4.06 

5.06 

4.74 

5.78 

5.42 

6.50 
6. 09 

Crash, at 1.88 cents per dozen inches *_ 
Second seams, for separate borders, 
with French corners, measuring all 

.90 

1. 40 

1.35 

1.99 

Z. 49 

2.33 

185 

around edge: 

Cambric, at 2.25 cents per dozen 
















186 

inches * . 

1.08 

1.08 

.96 

1.35 
L 20 

1.08 

.96 

1.35 

1.20 


O QQ 

O 7ft 

3.19 
2.85 

3.24 

2.89 

4.05 
3. 61 

4.86 
4.34 

5.67 

5.06 

6.48 
5.78 

7. 29 
6.50 

Crash, at 2.01 cents per dozen inches*. 

.96 

1. oz 
1.45 

Z. oo 

2.13 

Z. /9 
2.49 


See footnotes at end of table. 


No. 38-4 
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Schedule B—Piece Rate Schedule for the Handkerchief, Scarf., and Art Linen Industry 

in Puerto Rico 1 —Continued 


No. 

Operation 

Cents 

Unit of payment 


Scallop cutting 

Hand-cutting machine-embroidered, shallow, curved scallops on 
handkerchiefs or square scarves: 



187.4 

Small, measuring from Me" up to but not including $4", along 
outside edge. 

29.65 

Per dozen scallops. 

187.6 

Medium, measuring from %" up to but not including 
along outside edge. 

37.33 

Do. 

187.6 

Large, measuring from 7 A" to and inclusive of 134", along out¬ 
side edge. 

Needlepoint operations 4 * 

56.00 

Do. 

200 

Compact florals, figures and landscapes. 

31.20 

Per 1,000 stitches. 

201 

Scattered florals..... 

33.60 

Do. 

202 

Scattered florals consisting of borders or garlands only. .. 

36.00 

Do. 

203 

Combinations of compact center and scattered borders in which the 
compact portion totals 45 percent or more of the total design. 
Combinations of compact center and scattered borders in which the 
compact portion totals less than 45 percent of the entire design. 

33.60 

Do. 

204 

86.00 

Do. 

205 

2.32 cents must be added to the above piece rates to cover thumb¬ 
tack mounting on frame for each piece of canvas. 

Employers using other methods must set individual rates for mount¬ 
ing and removing canvas in accordance with Section 546.10. 




i See current wage order for this industry for definition of the industry and of the classification of “hand-sewing” 
and “other operations,” and for applicable minimum hourly wage rates. 

3 Piece rate not applicable when operation is performed on articles which are otherwise wholly machine-sewn. 

3 These piece rates have been set on the basis of O.N.T. thread #5, corded, which averages 28 stitches per inch of 
solid cord. If corded threads are used which are not so thick, the rate should be increased in proportion to the in¬ 
crease in the number of stitches per inch. If corded thread #11 is used, 15 percent must be added to the piece rates 
established for thread #5. 

4 Exceptions. These piece rates do not apply to the following types of needlepoint. For these and all other varieties 
©f needlepoint not covered by the schedule and definitions, piece rates must be set by employers in accordance with 
Regulation 645.10. 

1. Florals having more than 10,000 stitches. 

2. Florals having more than 36 color tones. 

3. Figures and landscapes having more than 3,000 stitches. 

4. Figures and landscapes having more than 25 color tones. 

6. Petit Point. 

6. Stamped grospoint. 

8 Definitions. (1) A scattered design is one in which 50 percent or more of the component parts, when finished, 
are separated by spaces of unsewn canvas. 

(2) A compact design is one in which 50 percent or more of the finished piece contains no spaces of unsewn canvas. 

• For each additional count of 100, add 1.20 cents. 

i For second and third threads, 20 percent of rate for first thread; for additional threads, 15 percent of rate for first 
thread. 

(52 Stat. 1062, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 206) 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1970; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 8:49 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[RM-298; FCC 63-137] 

PART 2—FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS 
AND RADIO TREATY MATTERS; 
GENERAL RULES AND REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

PART 12—AMATEUR RADIO 
SERVICE 

Availability of Frequencies for Use on 
a Shared Basis With LORAN Stations 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission, held at its offices 
in Washington, D.C., on the 13th day 
of February 1963; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-entitled matter; and 
It appearing that footnote NG15 to 
the Table of Frequency Allocations con¬ 
tained in § 2.106 of the Commission's 
rules and that §§ 12.111(b) and 12.231 
(a) of the Commission's rules stipulate 
that the Amateur Service may use cer¬ 
tain portions of the band 1800-2000 kc/s 
in accordance with the following condi¬ 
tions (among others): 


(1) The use of these frequencies by 
the amateur service shall not be a bar 
to the expansion of the radionavigation 
(LORAN) service; 

(2) The amateur service shall not 
cause harmful interference to the radio¬ 
navigation (LORAN) service; and 

(3) The provisions of this footnote 
and section shall be considered as tem¬ 
porary in the sense that they shall re¬ 
main subject to cancellation or revision, 
in whole or in part, by order of the 
Commission without hearing whenever 
the Commission shall deem such cancel¬ 
lation or revision to be necessary or de¬ 
sirable in the light of the priority within 
this band of the LORAN system of radio¬ 
navigation; and 

It further appearing that the Com¬ 
mission has before it for consideration 
a petition, RM-298, filed by the Ameri¬ 
can Radio Relay, Inc., requesting the 
institution of proceedings looking toward 
removing or relaxing the present restric¬ 
tions upon the operation of amateur 
stations in the band 1800-2000 kc/s; and 

It further appearing that interference 
considerations indicate that the existing 
sharing arrangement may be modified 
in a manner which represents an in¬ 
crease in amateur operating privileges 
in a majority of the areas concerned 


but which requires elimination of the 
use of single side band emission through¬ 
out the band and a reduction of power 
in a few areas where the degree of pro¬ 
tection from interference required by 
LORAN stations in the immediate future 
cannot otherwise be provided; and 

It further appearing that, in view of 
the conditions applicable to the use of 
the band 1800-2000 kc/s by the Amateur 
Service, and because of the nature of 
Government requirements and the na¬ 
tional defense considerations involved 
herein, the Commission finds that it is 
impracticable, unnecessary and contrary 
to the public interest to comply with the 
public notice requirements of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act; 
and 

It further appearing that, with the 
exception of the required reduction in 
operating power and the prohibition of 
the use of single side band emission, the 
changes ordered herein relieve existing 
restrictions on amateur operation in this 
band and, therefore, compliance with the 
effective date requirements of section 
4(c) of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is not necessary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to the 
authority contained in Sections 1, 4(i), 
4(j), 303 (c), (f), (g) and (r) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, Parts 2 and 12 of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules are amended as set forth 
below, effective on February 21, 1963, 
except that the prohibition of the use 
of single side band emission, and the re¬ 
duction in operating power required in 
the band 1800-1825 kc/s in certain areas, 
shall be effective on April 15,1963; 

It is further ordered. That, to the ex¬ 
tent that the amendments ordered here¬ 
in are consistent with the request of the 
American Radio Relay League, its peti¬ 
tion is granted and, to the extent that 
the petition requests action beyond that 
taken in this order, it is denied. 

Released: February 15,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

§ 2.106 [Amendment] 

1. Footnote NG15 to the Table of Fre¬ 
quency Allocations, § 2.106 of Part 2 of 
the Commission's rules is amended to 
read as follows: 

NG15 (a) The amateur service may use, 
in any area, whichever bands, 1800-1825, 
1875-1900 or 1900-1925, 1975-2000 kc/s, are 
not required for LORAN-A in that area, in 
accordance with the following conditions: 

(1) The use of these frequencies by the 
amateur service shall not be a bar to the 
expansion of the radionavigation (LORAN- 
A) service; 

(2) The amateur service shall not cause 
harmful interference to the radionavigation 
(LORAN-A) service; 

(3) Only types A1 and A3 emission shall 
be employed; 

(4) Amateur operation shall be limited 
to: 
















Maximum DC plate Input power In watte Maximum DC plate Input power In watts 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 905 ] 

HANDLING OF ORANGES, GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT, TANGERINES, AND TANGE- 
LOS GROWN IN THE STATE OF 
FLORIDA 

Notice of Proposed Decreased Ex¬ 
penses and Increased Rate of As¬ 
sessment for the 1962—63 Fiscal 
Period 

Consideration is being given to the 
following proposal submitted by the 
Growers Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under Marketing Agreement 
No. 84, as amended, and Order No. 905, 
as amended (7 CFR Part 905), regulating 
the handling of oranges, grapefruit, tan¬ 
gerines, and tangelos grown in the State 
of Florida, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), as the agency to admin¬ 
ister the terms and provisions thereof: 

(a) That the provisions of § 905.201 
Expenses and rate of assessment for the 
1962-63 fiscal period (27 F.R. 11312) be 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 905.201 Expenses and rale of assess¬ 
ment for the 1962-63 fiscal period. 

(a) Expenses. The expenses neces¬ 
sary to be incurred by the Growers Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee, established pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the aforesaid 
amended marketing agreement and 
order, for the maintenance and func¬ 
tioning, during the fiscal period begin¬ 
ning August 1, 1962, and ending July 31, 
1963, both dates inclusive, of the Grow¬ 
ers Administrative Committee and the 
Shippers Advisory Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the aforesaid amended 
marketing agreement and order, will 
amount to $153,500. 

(b) Rate of assessment . The rate of 
assessment to be paid by each handler 
in accordance with the amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order shall be 
seven and one-half mills ($0.0075) per 
standard packed box of fruit shipped 
by such handler during the said fiscal 
period. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in con¬ 
nection with the aforesaid proposal 
should file the same with the Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Room 2077, 
South Building, Washington 25, D.C., not 
later than the 10th day after the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

As used herein, “handler,” “shipped,” 
“fruit,” “fiscal period,” and “standard 
packed box” shall have the same mean- 

1736 


ing as is given to each such term in the 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

Dated: February 18, 1963. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director , Fruit and Vegetable 
Division , Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1968; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 1039 1 

[Docket No. AO-212-A13] 

MILK IN THE MILWAUKEE, WISCON¬ 
SIN MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Recommended Decision and 

Opportunity To File Written Excep¬ 
tions on Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing 
Clerk of this recommended decision with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and or¬ 
der regulating the handling of milk in 
the Milwaukee, Wisconsin marketing 
area. Interested parties may file written 
exceptions to this decision with the 
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25, 
D.C., not later than the close of business 
the 5th day after publication of this 
decision in the Federal Register. The 
exceptions should be filed in quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order as amended, were formu¬ 
lated, was conducted at Milwaukee, Wis¬ 
consin, on September 25, 1962, pursuant 
to notice thereof which was issued Sep¬ 
tember 13, 1962 (27 F.R. 9260). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Producer-handler exemption from 
regulation. 

2. Milk diverted between pool plants. 

3. Allocation of packaged fluid milk 
products received from plants regulated 
by other orders. 

4. Allocation of bulk milk received 
from plants regulated by other orders. 

5. Miscellaneous and conforming 
changes. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 


1. Producer-handler exemption from 
regulation. The producer-handler def¬ 
inition should not be changed. 

It was proposed by a handler with 
own-farm production that the producer- 
handler definition be revised to permit 
such operations to purchase other source 
milk without forfeiting exemption from 
regulation. 

Proponent is a handler who operates 
a pool plant which processes and pack¬ 
ages certified milk and distributes it to 
the pool plants of other handlers in the 
market. The source of supply for this 
operation is primarily the handler’s own- 
farm production. 

Additional quantities of fluid milk 
products are purchased in bulk from 
an unregulated supplier at Neenah, Wis¬ 
consin. These purchases are used by 
the handler in his ice cream operation. 
Proponent seeks to obtain producer-han¬ 
dler status by revising the producer- 
handler definition to permit such pur¬ 
chases. 

At the hearing, proponent abandoned 
the proposal unless consideration could 
also be given to revising the allocation 
provisions of the order. Such revision 
would allocate to the Class I milk avail¬ 
able at pool plants the receipts of cer¬ 
tified milk from a producer-handler. 

The notice of hearing contains no pro¬ 
posals concerning the allocation of pack¬ 
aged fluid milk products received at pool 
plants from producer-handlers. Con¬ 
sequently, such proposal is not appro¬ 
priate for consideration herein. 

2. Diverted milk. The order should 
provide that milk diverted from a pool 
plant to another pool plant shall be 
deemed to have been received by the di¬ 
verting handler at the location of the 
plant to which diverted. 

The order now provides that milk 
diverted from a pool plant where it is 
normally received to another pool plant 
is considered to be producer milk at the 
plant physically receiving it. Some 
producer milk received at pool plants 
is promptly reloaded and transferred to 
other pool plants. This practice assures 
the continued association of producers 
with the pool plant at which their milk 
is normally received. The operator of 
such plant accounts to the market ad¬ 
ministrator for the receipt and utiliza¬ 
tion of such milk and for payments to 
producers. 

Some handlers in the market, who 
process and sell relatively small volumes 
of Class I milk, do not find it feasible to 
procure milk from farms in bulk tank 
trucks. Such handlers receive no milk 
from producers. Instead, they purchase 
needed supplies from pool plants whose 
operators have adopted the farm bulk 
tank procurement technique. By uti¬ 
lizing this type of transaction, such han¬ 
dlers do not incur costs associated with 
processing producer payrolls, providing 
field services and disposing of seasonal 
reserves of milk. 
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Proponent states that in order to pro¬ 
vide the service described, he must 
receive the milk at his plant, account 
for its utilization and pay the prescribed 
prices to producers. There is no other 
agency operating in the market that 
performs these functions; otherwise 
more flexible order provisions might be 
utilized to facilitate the services desired 
by handlers. It would be practicable, 
therefore, to consider milk moved 
directly from farms to pool plants where 
H is needed as a diversion from the pool 
plant responsible to the market adminis¬ 
trator as the receiving handler. 

The major cooperative association in 
the market supported the proposal and 
indicated that the important marketing 
function performed by proponent in 
allocating supplies of producer milk 
among handlers in the market would be 
facilitated by its adoption. There was 
no opposition to the proposal. 

3. Allocation of receipts of packaged 
fluid milk products from plants regulated 
by other orders. Fluid milk products 
subject to the pricing and pooling pro¬ 
visions of another order should be allo¬ 
cated to Class I if received at a pool plant 
in containers not larger than six gallons 
and disposed of as Class I in the same 
package as received. The order now 
provides such allocation for containers 
not larger than a gallon. 

Proponent contends that the provision 
now in the order, which limits such allo¬ 
cation to fluid milk products in packages 
of not more than one gallon, creates a 
hardship in operating plants located at 
Green Bay and Kewaskum, Wisconsin. 
The Green Bay plant is regulated by 
Order 45 (Northeastern Wisconsin) and 
the Kewaskum plant by Order 39 (Mil¬ 
waukee) . Unless amended, as proposed, 
said provision will necessitate changes 
in the firm’s marketing practices which 
are unwarranted in terms of current 
market structure. 

The provision complained of allocates 
to the available Class II milk at the 
Kewaskum plant fluid milk products re¬ 
ceived from the Green Bay plant in five 
-gallon dispenser cans and six gallon 
plastic bags. When this is done, milk 
that was charged the Class I price in 
Order 45 is allocated to Class n in Order 
39 and an equivalent volume of pro¬ 
ducer milk is allocated to Class I in 
Order 39. Continuation of this alloca¬ 
tion practice in the order would require 
the costly duplication of specialized 
packaging equipment at both plants. 
Such duplication, for the sole purpose 
of supplying the sales schedules of each 
Plant, would interfere with the realiza¬ 
tion of optimum productivity at each 
plant when the capacity of each and the 
sales schedule of the market for the 
specific products are both considered. 
Under-utilization of the equipment at 
both plants is more costly than4ts oper¬ 
ation at capacity at one plant. 

An alternative to the costly duplica¬ 
tion of specialized equipment would be 
to extend delivery routes from the Green 
Bay plant for the sole purpose of deliver¬ 
ing the specific product to individual 
accounts in the Milwaukee marketing 
area. This would necessitate the dupli¬ 


cation of transportation facilities by the 
firm, thereby increasing its costs. 

4. Allocation of bulk milk from plants 
regulated by other orders. The provi¬ 
sions of the order concerning the allo¬ 
cation of bulk milk received at a pool 
plant from a plant regulated by another 
order should not be changed at this 
time. The order now provides that such 
milk be allocated to the available Class 
II milk at the receiving pool plant. 

It was proposed that the allocation 
provisions be changed so that the classi¬ 
fication of milk from another Federal 
order handler be allocated to a class 
comparable to that at which it is priced 
under such other order. Thus, any 
milk from a plant regulated by another 
order and classified and priced as Class 
I under such other order would be allo¬ 
cated to the available Class I utilization 
in the Milwaukee order pool plant. The 
proposal was aimed primarily at pro¬ 
viding the same treatment for bulk milk 
receipts in the allocation provisions as 
is provided for packaged fluid milk 
products received from a plant regu¬ 
lated by another Federal order. 

A hearing held in St. Louis, Missouri, 
January 8-11, 1963, pursuant to the 
notice issued December 20, 1962 (27 F.R. 
12773) considered proposed amendments 
to various orders, including Milwaukee. 
One of the categories of proposals con¬ 
sidered at this hearing concerned fluid 
milk products originating at a plant 
fully subject to regulation under a Fed¬ 
eral order that are transferred to a 
plant fully regulated under another 
order. This category included consid¬ 
eration of proposals identical to that 
covered by this issue (No. 4). Since this 
is a problem which relates to all Fed¬ 
eral order markets, the hearing which 
convened on January 8 dealt with it on 
a regional basis. No recommendation is 
made herein. The issue can be dealt 
with more appropriately within its 
regional frame of reference. 

5. Miscellaneous and conforming 
changes, (a) The “Handler” definition 
should be clarified to authorize the mar¬ 
ket administrator to obtain reports from 
the operators of nonpool plants. This is 
necessary to determine currently the 
status of such plants under the order. 

(b) The order should specifically pro¬ 
vide for a butterfat adjustment in the 
computation of the uniform prices for 
base and excess milk. The prices pre¬ 
scribed by the order are for milk of 3.5 
percent butterfat content. Normally, 
the fat content of milk handled by indi¬ 
vidual plants varies from this basic test. 
The adjustment provided herein assures 
that each handler’s obligation shall be 
adjusted for the butterfat content of the 
milk he received from producers during 
the month. 

(c) The provisions of the order con¬ 
cerning the classification of shrinkage 
and its proration between producer milk 
and other source milk should be revised 
to conform with a finding made herein 
that milk may be diverted between pool 
plants. The largest proportion of 
shrinkage occurs at the plant where the 
milk is processed and packaged prior to 
final disposition to wholesale or retail 


outlets. This conforming change will 
increase the maximum allowable shrink¬ 
age in Class II at the receiving plant and 
reduce such allowable shrinkage at the 
pool plant from which diverted by 1.5 
percent of the skim milk and butterfat in 
bulk fluid milk products diverted from 
the pool plant. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were con¬ 
sidered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu¬ 
sions filed by interested parties are in¬ 
consistent with the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth herein, the request to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons 
previously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, and 
will be applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The 
following order amending the order as 
amended regulating the handling of milk 
in the Milwaukee, Wisconsin, market¬ 
ing area is recommended as the detailed 
and appropriate means by which the 
foregoing conclusions may be carried out. 
The recommended marketing agreement 
is not included in this decision because 
the regulatory provisions thereof would 
be the same as those contained in the 
order, as hereby proposed to be amended: 

1. Section 1039.12 is revised to read as 
follows; 
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§ 1039.12 Handler. 

“Handler” means: 

(a) Any person in his capacity as the 
operator of a pool plant, or 

(b) Any person in his capacity as the 
operator of a distributing plant which 
is a nonpool plant. 

2. Section 1039.14 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1039.14 Producer milk. 

“Producer milk” means skim milk and 
butterfat contained in Grade A milk re¬ 
ceived at a pool plant directly from a 
dairy farmer: Provided , That: 

(a) Milk diverted from a pool plant 
to nonpool plants which are not subject 
to the classification and pricing provi¬ 
sions of another order issued pursuant 
to the Act shall be deemed to have been 
received by the diverting handler at the 
location of the plant from which di¬ 
verted; and 

(b) Milk diverted from a pool plant 
to another pool plant shall be deemed 
to have been received by the diverting 
handler at the location of the plant to 
which diverted. 

3. Section 1039.41(b)(6) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1039.41 Classes of utilization. 

* * * * * 

(b) * * * 

(6) Skim milk and butterfat in shrink¬ 
age of producer milk and other source 
milk in bulk but not in excess of: 

(i) 2.0 percent of the skim milk and 
butterfat, respectively, in such receipts; 

(ii) Plus 1.5 percent of the skim milk 
and butterfat, respectively, in bulk fluid 
milk products received by transfer or di¬ 
version from pool plants; and 

(iii) Less 1.5 percent of the skim milk 
and butterfat, respectively, in bulk fluid 
milk products transferred or diverted to 
other plants. 

4. Section 1039.42(b)(1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1039.42 Shrinkage. 

***** 

(b) * * * 

(1) Producer milk plus bulk fluid milk 
products received by transfer or diver¬ 
sion from other pool plants, and less 
transfers and diversions of bulk fluid 
milk products to other plants. 

5. Section 1039.44(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1039.44 Transfers. 

***** 

(a) As Class I milk if transferred or 
diverted in the form of a fluid milk 
product to another pool plant unless uti¬ 
lization as Class II milk is claimed for 
both plants in the reports submitted for 
the month to the market administrator 
pursuant to § 1039.30: Provided, That the 
skim milk or butterfat so assigned to 
Class II milk shall be limited to the 
amount thereof remaining in Class II 
milk in the transferee plant after the 
subtraction of other source milk pur¬ 
suant to § 1039.46 and any additional 
amounts of such skim milk or butterfat 
shall be classified as Class I milk: And 
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provided further, That if other source 
milk was received at either or both 
plants, the skim milk or butterfat so 
transferred or diverted shall be classified 
at both plants so as to allocate the great¬ 
est possible Class I utilization to the 
producer milk at both plants. 

6. Section 1039.46(a)(2) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1039.46 Allocation of skim milk and 
butterfat classified. 
***** 

(a) * * * 

(2) Subtract from the total pounds of 
skim milk in Class I milk the pounds 
of skim milk received in the form of 
packaged fluid milk products not larger 
than six gallons capacity, subject to the 
pricing and pooling provisions of another 
order issued pursuant to the Act and dis¬ 
posed of as Class I in the same package 
as received. 

7. In Section 1039.62, redesignate 
paragraphs (e), (f), (g) and (h) as para¬ 
graphs (f), (g), (h) and (i), respectively, 
and add a new paragraph (e) as follows: 

§ 1039.62 Computation of uniform 
prices for base milk and excess milk. 
***** 

(e) Add or subtract for each one-tenth 
percent that the average butterfat con¬ 
tent of producer milk received by such 
handler is less or more, respectively, than 
3.5 percent an amount computed by mul¬ 
tiplying such difference by the butterfat 
differential to producers computed pur¬ 
suant to § 1039.71 and multiplying the 
result by the hundredweight of such pro¬ 
ducer milk. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 19, 1963. 

John P. Duncan, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1978; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ENewl 1 

| Airspace Docket No. 62-CE-72 ] 

CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 

Proposed Alteration of Control Zones, 
and Designation of Transition Area 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Milwaukee, Wis. (General Mitchell 
Field), control zone is presently desig¬ 
nated within a 5-mile radius of General 
Mitchell Field (latitude 42°56'51" N., 
longitude 87°53'58" W.) and within 2 
miles either side of the Milwaukee ILS 
localizer south course extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to 12 miles south of 
the OM. The Milwaukee (Timmerman 
Airport) control zone is presently desig¬ 
nated within a 3-mile radius of Timmer¬ 
man Airport (latitude 43°06'40" N., 
longitude 88°02'05" W.) from 0600 to 


2200 hours local time, daily. The Mil¬ 
waukee control area extension is pres¬ 
ently designated within a 20-mile radius 
of General Mitchell Field, Milwaukee; 
the airspace bounded on the east by 
longitude 87°00'00" W., on the south by 
V-84 east of Northbrook, HI., VORTAC 
and V-100 west of Northbrook VORTAC 
on the west by V-9, and on the north by 
a line 7 miles north of and parallel to 
the Milwaukee VORTAC 087° True ra¬ 
dial; within 11 miles west and 7 miles 
east of the Milwaukee ILS localizer 
north course extending from the Mil¬ 
waukee 20-mile radius area to 40 miles 
north of the localizer, and within 12 
miles west and 5 miles east of the Mil¬ 
waukee VORTAC 198° True radial ex¬ 
tending from 22 miles north to 10 miles 
south of the intersection of the Janes¬ 
ville, Wis., VOR 111° and the Milwaukee 
VORTAC 198° True radials. The portion 
of this control area extension within 
R-6903 shall be used only after ob¬ 
taining prior approval from appropriate 
authority. 

To implement the provisions of 
Amendments 60-21 (26 F.R. 570) and 
60-29 (27 F.R. 4012) to the Civil Air 
Regulations, Part 60, Air Traffic Rules, 
in the Milwaukee terminal area, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency has under con¬ 
sideration the following airspace actions: 

1. Alter the Milwaukee (General 
Mitchell Field) control zone by redesig¬ 
nating it within a 5-mile radius of Gen¬ 
eral Mitchell Field (latitude 42°56'51" 
N., longitude 87°53'58" W.) and within 
2 miles either side of the Milwaukee 
ILS localizer south course extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the OM. 

2. Alter the Milwaukee (Timmerman 
Airport) control zone by redesignating 
it within a 3-mile radius of Timmerman 
Airport (latitude 43°06'40" N., longitude 
88°02'05" W.) and within 2 miles either 
side of the Timmerman VOR 337° True 
radial extending from the 3-mile radius 
area to 7 miles northwest of the VOR. 
This control zone would be effective from 
0600 to 2200 hours, local time, daily. 

3. Designate the Milwaukee transition 
area to extend upward from 700 feet 
above the surface within an 8-mile radius 
of General Mitchell Field and within 8 
miles east and 5 miles west of the Mil¬ 
waukee ILS localizer south course ex¬ 
tending from the 8-mile radius area to 
12 miles south of the OM; within a 5- 
mile radius of Horlick-Racine Airport, 
Racine, Wis. (latitude 42°45'32 / ' N., 
longitude 87°48'54" W.); within an 8- 
mile radius of the Timmerman Airport 
and within a 6-mile radius of Waukesha 
County Airport, Waukesha, Wis. (lati¬ 
tude 43°02'00" N., longitude 88°14'00" 
W.); and to extend upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface bounded on the 
north by latitude 43°30'00" N., on the 
east by longitude 87 o 00'00" W., on the 
south by latitude 42°30'00" N., and on 
the west by longitude 88°30'00" W. The 
portion of this transition area within 
R^6903 would be used only after ob¬ 
taining prior approval from the appro¬ 
priate authority. 

The floors of the airways that traverse 
the transition area proposed herein 
would automatically coincide with the 
floor of the transition area. 
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The actions proposed herein would 
raise the floor of controlled airspace be¬ 
yond the immediate vicinity of General 
Mitchell, Timmerman, Waukesha and 
Horlick-Racine Airports from 700 to 
1,200 feet and, as a result, would make 
such airspace available for other uses, 
yet sufficient controlled airspace would 
be retained to provide adequate protec¬ 
tion to aircraft executing prescribed 
holding, arrival and departure proce¬ 
dures within the Milwaukee terminal 
area. Slightly less reduction than that 
permitted by criteria is being proposed 
in the extent of controlled airspace with 
a floor of 700 feet above the surface in 
the immediate vicinity of the Timmer¬ 
man and Waukesha County Airports. 
The radius area at these two locations, in 
conjunction with that associated with 
General Mitchell Field, is designed to 
provide controlled airspace floor con¬ 
tinuity in this congested area, and pre¬ 
sent a more meaningful and less com¬ 
plex configuration. Certain minor 
revisions to prescribed instrument pro¬ 
cedures would be effected in conjunction 
with the actions proposed herein, but 
operational complexity would not be in¬ 
troduced nor would aircraft performance 
or present landing minimums be ad¬ 
versely affected. 

The portion of the Milwaukee control 
area extension which falls within the 
lateral limits of the proposed transition 
area will automatically assume a floor 
coincident with that of the transition 
area. Revocation of the Milwaukee 
control area extension will be processed 
at a later date as a part of the Chicago, 
Ill., terminal area CAR Amendments 
60-21/60-29 implementation study. 

Specific details of the changes in pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rule altitudes that would be required at¬ 
tendant to the implementation of 
Amendments 60-21 and 60-29 in this area 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Central Region, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City 10, Mo. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Central Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas 
City 10, Mo. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Agen¬ 
cy officials may be made by contacting 
the Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, 
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing¬ 
ton 25, D.C. Any data, views or argu¬ 
ments presented during such conferences 
must also be submitted in writing in 
accordance with this notice in order to 
become part of the record for considera¬ 
tion. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 


The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Feb¬ 
ruary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1947; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Pari 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-CE-76J 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE 

Proposed Alteration of Federal 
Airway 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to Part 71 [New! of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

Low altitude VOR Federal airway No. 
129 is designated in part from Duluth, 
Minn., to International Falls, Minn. 
The Federal Aviation Agency has under 
consideration the alteration of this seg¬ 
ment of V-129 from Duluth via a VOR 
to be installed approximately April 15, 
1963, near Hibbing, Minn., at approxi¬ 
mately latitude 47°18'06" N., longitude 
92°42T4" W., to International Falls, in¬ 
cluding a standard east alternate be¬ 
tween Duluth and Hibbing and a stand¬ 
ard west alternate between Hibbing and 
International Falls. 

Alignment of this airway segment via 
an additional VOR would provide for 
better en route navigational guidance. 
The east alternate would be used, as 
necessary, to provide separation between 
en route aircraft operating over Duluth 
and military aircraft departing William¬ 
son-Johnson Municipal Airport via the 
“Century” Scramble Corridor. The west 
alternate would be used, as necessary, to 
separate traffic departing International 
Falls from inbound flights operating on 
the main airway. 

The proposed airway would extend up¬ 
ward from 1,200 feet above the surface. 
When Amendments 60-21/60-29 to Part 
60 of the Civil Air Regulations are ap¬ 
plied to the Duluth and Hibbing areas, 
further upward adjustment to the air¬ 
way floor consistent with en route re¬ 
quirements and these amendments will 
be considered. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Central Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 


tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas 
City 10, Mo. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or 
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.Q. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Febru¬ 
ary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1948; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:46 ajn.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [Now] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-601 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Proposed Revocation of Segment of 
Federal Airway 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

Intermediate altitude airway No. V- 
1645 extends in part from the Las Vegas, 
N. Mex., VOR via the Tobe, N. Mex., 
VOR; Lamar, Colo., VOR; intersection 
Lamar VOR 033° and the Hayes Center, 
Nebr., VOR 209° True radials; Hayes 
Center VOR to the North Platte, Nebr., 
VOR. The Federal Aviation Agency 
(FAA) has under consideration the revo¬ 
cation of this segment of V-1645. The 
FAA’s latest IFR peak-day airway traffic 
survey shows no aircraft movements on 
this segment of V-1645. Therefore, it 
appears that the retention of this air¬ 
way segment is unjustified as an assign¬ 
ment of airspace. Accordingly, the 
FAA proposes to revoke this segment of 
V-1645. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the As¬ 
sistant Administrator, Southwest Region, 
Attn: Chief, Air Traffic Division, Fed- 
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eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Fort Worth 1, Tex. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Utilization 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Washington 25, D.C. Any data, views 
or arguments presented during such 
conferences must also be submitted in 
writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Feb¬ 
ruary 15,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc 63-1949; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Parts 71, 73 [New] 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SO-221 

CONTROLLED AIRSPACE AND SPECIAL 
USE AIRSPACE 

Proposed Alteration of Continental 
Control Area, Control Area Exten¬ 
sion and Restricted Area 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65 
[New]), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Parts 71 [New] and 73 
[New! of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations, the substance of which is stated 
below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration a proposal by the De¬ 
partment of the Air Force to alter the 
Avon Park, Fla.; Restricted Area Rr- 
2901 to provide adequate range facilities 
for three additional wings of fighter air¬ 
craft of the Tactical Air Command, as 
well as reconnaissance aircraft of the 
same Command and bomber aircraft of 
the Strategic Air Command. R^2901 is 
presently designated from the surface to 
flight level 500 on a continuous basis. 
The using agency is the Commander, 
MacDill AFB, Fla. 

The proposed area would be used for 
several different kinds of activities, in¬ 
cluding loft bombing, high and medium 
altitude bombing, dive bombing, strafing, 
rocketry and night photography. 


Due to the variety of operations, and 
since the area is proposed as joint-use, 
it appears that subdividing the proposed 
area into four segments would permit 
more frequent release of greater portions 
of the over-all area by the using agency. 

The proposal under consideration 
would revoke the present restricted area 
R-2901, and establish four separate 
areas, Rr-2901A, R-2901B, R-2901C and 
Rr-2901D. The present area encompasses 
136 square miles. The total square mile¬ 
age of all four of the proposed areas is 
378, an increase of 242 square miles. 
However, the maximum designated alti¬ 
tude of each of the four proposed areas 
is considerably lower than that of the 
present R-2901. The four areas, as pro¬ 
posed, are contiguous and do not en¬ 
croach upon any Federal airway or route. 
R-2901A and R-2901B would be used 
exclusively as run-in areas to the tar¬ 
gets in R-2901C. The designated alti¬ 
tude of these two areas would be 500 feet 
MSL to 6,000 feet MSL. R-2901C, the 
prime target area, would be designated 
from the surface to flight level 400 and 
R^2901D, the small area on the eastern 
edge of this complex, would be desig¬ 
nated from the surface to 13,000 feet 
MSL. 

Accordingly, to provide the Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force with sufficient spe¬ 
cial use airspace to meet their require¬ 
ments and to provide for the most effec¬ 
tive use of such airspace at all times, the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
the following actions: 

1. Revocation of existing restricted 
area R-2901, Avon Park, Fla. 

2. Designation of restricted area U- 
2901A, Avon Park, North, Fla., as 
follows: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 27°44'- 
45" N., longitude 81°21'25" W; to latitude 
27°52'55" N., longitude 81°24'20" W.; to 
latitude 27°55'00" N., longitude 81°- 

17'55" W.; to latitude 27°44'45" N., longi¬ 
tude 81°14'05" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitude. 500 feet MSL to 
6,000 feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Miami ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commander, MacDill AFB, 
Fla. 

3. Designation of restricted area R- 
290IB Avon Park South, Fla., as fol¬ 
lows: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 27°34'- 
50" N., longitude 81°09'30" W.; to latitude 
27°26'10" N., longitude 81°01'05" W.; to 
latitude 27°22'35" N., longitude 81°05T5" 
W.; thence along Highway 98 to latitude 27°- 
23'00" N., longitude 81°07'00" W.; to latitude 
27°32'40" N., longitude 81°16'50" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 27°32 / 40" N., longitude 81°12'20" W.; 
to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 500 feet MSL to 
6,000 feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Miami ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commander, MacDill AFB, 
Florida. 

4. Designation of restricted area R- 
2901C Avon Park West, Fla., as follows: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 27°35'- 
30" N., longitude 81°08T5" W.; to latitude 
27°34'50" N., longitude 81°09'30" W.; to 
latitude 27°32'40" N., longitude 81°12'20" 
W.; to latitude 27°32'40" N., longitude 81 # - 


16'50" W.; to latitude 27°32'32" N., longitude 
81°21'40" W.; thence North along Arbuckle 
Creek to Arbuckle Lake and along the East 
and North shore of Arbuckle Lake to latitude 
27°43T0" N„ longitude 81°25'20" W.; to 
latitude 27°44'50" N., longitude 81°25'20" 
W; to latitude 27°44'45" N., longitude 81 °- 
2l'25" W.; to latitude 27°44'45" N., longitude 
81°11'40" W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitude. Surface to flight level 
400. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Miami ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commander, MacDill AFB. 
Fla. 

5. Designation of restricted area R- 
290ID, Avon Park East, Fla., as follows: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 27° - 
44 ' 45 " N., longitude 81°10'20" W.; to latitude 
27°37'00" N., longitude 81°06'50" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 27°35'30" N., longitude 81°08T5" W.; 
to latitude 27°44'45" N., longitude 81°11'40" 
W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitude. Surface to 13,000 feet 
MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 
Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Miami ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commander, MacDill AFB, 
Fla. 

6. Amendment to the Continental 
Control Area to include R-2901C. 

7. Amendment to the Orlando, Fla., 

Control Area Extension which would 
stipulate that the portion of this control 
area extension which coincides with R- 
2901A would be used only after obtaining 
prior approval from appropriate au¬ 
thority. _ 

&. Amendment to the Tampa, Fla., 
Control Area Extension which would 
stipulate that the portions of this con¬ 
trol area extension which would coincide 
with R-2901B and R-2901D would be 
used only after obtaining prior approval 
from appropriate authority. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Southern Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 52 Fairlie Street, Atlanta 
3, Ga. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 
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This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 15, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[FJt. Doc. 63-1946; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
GRAZING LEASE RENTALS 
Notice of Change in Rate Tabulation 

February 18, 1963. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 43 CFR 
160.14, notice is hereby given that in ac¬ 
cordance with this regulation grazing 
lease rentals shall be computed in con¬ 
formity with the following rate tabula¬ 
tion: 

Grazing Rental Rate Tabulation 


Estimated grazing capacity 
in acres per animal unit 
month 

Estimated 
grazing 
capacity in 
animal units 
yearlong 
per section 

Yearly 
lease rental 
per acre 

107.00. 

0.5 

$0.003 

53.00 ... 

1.0 

.006 

36.00 .-.- 

1.5 

.008 

27.00 .-. 

2.0 

.011 

21.00 . 

2.5 

.014 

18 00 . 

3.0 

.017 

15.00.. 

3.5 

. 020 

13.00 .... 

4.0 

.023 

12.00 .-. 

4.5 

.025 

11.00 

5.0 

.027 

9 00 

6.0 

.033 

7.50. 

7.0 

.040 

6.50 . 

8.0 

.046 

6.00 .. 

9.0 

.050 

5 50 __ 

10.0 

.054 

5.00 . 

11.0 

.060 

4.50 . 

12.0 

.067 

4 00 .-. 

13.0 

.075 

3 75 . 

14.0 

.080 

3.50 .-. 

15.0 

.086 

3.25. 

16.0 

.092 

3.00 . 

17.0 

.100 

2.75. 

19.0 

.109 

2.50 .. 

21.0 

.120 

2.25 . 

24.0 

.133 

2.00 .. 

27.0 

.150 

1.75 . 

30.0 

.171 

1.50 .-. 

36.0 

.00 

1.25 . 

43.0 

.240 

100 . 

63.0 

.300 

0.75.. 

80.0 

.400 

0.50 . 

107.0 

.600 

0 25 . . ... 

213.0 

1.200 




The new schedule rate will be effective 


(1) immediately for new leases issued 
after date of publication, and (2) 30 
days after publication for existing leases, 
the rental period of which begins after 
the 30-day period. The minimum rental 
on a lease shall be $1 per annum. One 
cow or one-half horse or five sheep or five 
goats constitute one animal unit for pur¬ 
poses of computation of grazing rentals. 

Karl S. Landstrom, 

Director. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1963; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Classification No. 94] 

CALIFORNIA 
Small Tract Classification; Revocation 

February 15, 1963. 

1. Effective immediately, F.R. Doc. 48- 
9989, appearing in the issue of November 
17, 1948, is hereby revoked as to the 
following lands: 
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Notices 


San Bernardino Meridian 
T 13 S R 2 E 

sec. 2i, swy 4 Nwy 4 , swy 4 NEy 4 . NW& 

SE^; 

Sec. 34, NE14SE14. 

2. The public lands affected by this 
order are hereby restored as of 10:00 
a.m. on March 23, 1963, to the operation 
of the public land laws, subject to any 
valid and existing rights, the provisions 
of existing withdrawals, and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law, rules, and 
regulations. 

Virgil L. Bottuin, 
District Manager . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1961; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 

[Classification No. 391] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small Tract Classification; Revocation 

February 15,1963. 

1. Effective immediately, F.R. Doc. 53- 
9670, appearing in the issue of November 
17, 1953, is hereby revoked as to the 
following lands: 

San Bernardino Meridian 

T. 13 S., R. 2 E., 

Sec. 8, NW^NW^. 

2. The public lands affected by this 
order are hereby restored as of 10:00 
a.m. on March 23, 1963, to the operation 
of the public land laws, subject to any 
valid and existing rights, the provisions 
of existing withdrawals, and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law, rules and 
regulations. 

Virgil L. Bottuin, 
District Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1962; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Maritime Administration 

[Docket M-93] 

REYNOLDS AND MANLEY LUMBER 
CO. 

Request for Determination With Re¬ 
spect to Transportation of Lumber 
From Savannah, Ga., to Puerto 
Rico 

Notice is hereby given that Reynolds 
and Manley Lumber Company requested 
that a determination be made pursuant 
to section 4 of Public Law 87-877 that 
there is no domestic vessel reasonably 
available to provide service from Savan¬ 
nah, Georgia, to ports in Puerto Rico 
for the transportation of lumber. 

The applicant advises that it expects to 
ship cypress and southern hardwoods 
with a volume of business ranging from 
400,000 to 500,000 ft. BM per month for 
which no contract of sale has been es¬ 


tablished due to the lack of available 
steamship service. The applicant has 
sold lumber in Puerto Rico previously 
and advises that it has communicated 
with most of the steamship agents in 
Savannah who advised that they did not 
expect any U.S. flag service to become 
available. The applicant advises that it 
has not concluded any arrangements for 
the use of foreign flag ships but has dis-* 
cussed the matter of their availability 
with steamship agents and is reasonably 
certain that it could sell a good volume 
of lumber in Puerto Rico if shipping was 
available at reasonable rates. 

Any person, firm or corporation hav¬ 
ing any interest in such application and 
desiring a hearing as provided by said 
Public Law 87-877 should by the close of 
business on March 5, 1963, notify the 
Secretary, Maritime Administration, in 
writing, in triplicate, and file a petition 
for leave to intervene in accordance with 
the Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Maritime Administration. Such pe¬ 
tition should be accompanied by written 
testimony setting forth in detail the sup¬ 
port for the position asserted and by a 
statement of the legal grounds support¬ 
ing the requested leave to intervene, and 
shall be served upon the applicant, Rey¬ 
nolds and Manley Lumber Company, at 
its legal address, P.O. Box 6178, Station 
“C”, Savannah, Georgia, and upon the 
Hearing Counsel Branch, Division of Op¬ 
erating Subsidy Contracts, Office of the 
General Counsel, Maritime Administra¬ 
tion/Maritime Subsidy Board, Room 
4063 of GAO Building, Washington 25, 
D.C. 

In the event that a hearing is ordered 
to be held on the application such will 
be held at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., on Thursday, 
March 7, 1963, in Room 3095 of the GAO 
Building, 441 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C., before a Hearing Examiner to be 
designated. 

The purpose of the hearing will be to 
receive evidence on the question of 
whether there are no domestic vessels 
reasonably available for use in the car¬ 
riage of lumber as indicated above. Time 
being of the essence in order to meet the 
statutory time period for determining 
this matter, all parties are advised that 
any hearing ordered will be completed in 
the shortest practicable time and no ex¬ 
tensions of time will be granted to any 
party. 

If no request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene is received within 
the specified time, or if the Maritime Ad¬ 
ministrator determines that petitions for 
leave to intervene filed within the spec¬ 
ified time do not demonstrate sufficient 
interest to warrant a hearing, the Mari¬ 
time Administrator will take such action 
as may be deemed appropriate. 

Public Law 87-877 provides that a de¬ 
termination shall be made by the Secre¬ 
tary of Commerce within 45 days after 
application for suspension of the provi¬ 
sions of section 27 of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1920. 
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Notwithstanding section 5(n) of the 
rules of practice and procedure petitions 
for leave to intervene received after 5 
p.m. on March 5,1963, will not be granted 
in this proceeding. 

The above application is on file in 
Room 3095, New GAO Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Dated: February 20,1963. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2004; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

STATE OF ARKANSAS 

Proposed Agreement for Assumption 
of Certain AEC Regulatory Author¬ 
ity 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission is publishing 
for public comment, prior to action 
thereon, a proposed agreement received 
from the Governor of the State of 
Arkansas for the assumption of certain 
of the Commission’s regulatory authority 
pursuant to section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. 

A resume, prepared by the State of 
Arkansas and summarizing the State’s 
proposed program, was also submitted to 
the Commission and is attached as Ap¬ 
pendix “A” to this notice. A copy of the 
Arkansas program, including proposed 
Arkansas regulations, is available for 
public inspection in the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., or may be ob¬ 
tained by writing to the Director, Divi¬ 
sion of Radiation Protection Standards, 
United States Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C. All interested 
persons desiring to submit comments and 
suggestions for the consideration of the 
Commission in connection with the pro¬ 
posed agreement should send them in 
triplicate to the Secretary, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 30 days after initial publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

Exemptions from the Commission’s 
regulatory authority which would imple¬ 
ment this proposed agreement, as well as 
other agreements which may be entered 
into under section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act, as amended, were published 
as Part 150 of the Commission’s regula¬ 
tions in Federal Register issuance of 
February 14, 1962; 27 F.R. 1351. In re¬ 
viewing this proposed agreement, inter¬ 
ested persons should also consider the 
aforementioned exemptions. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 6th 
day of February 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 
Secretary to the Commission. 

Agreement Proposed by the State of Arkansas 
Pursuant to Section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as Amended, for the 
Assumption of Certain of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Commission's Regulatory Authority 

Whereas the United States Atomic Energy 
Commission (hereinafter referred to as the 


Commission) is authorized under section 274 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act) to enter 
into agreements with the Governor of any 
State providing for discontinuance of the 
regulatory authority of the Commission 
within the State under Chapters 6, 7, and 8 
and section 161 of the Act with respect to 
byproduct materials, source materials, and 
special nuclear materials in quantities not 
sufficient to form a critical mass; and 

Whereas the Governor of the State of 
Arkansas is authorized under Act 8 of 1961, 
Second Extraordinary Session, section 8, to 
enter into this Agreement with the Commis¬ 
sion; and 

Whereas the Governor of the State of 
Arkansas certified on January 25. 1963, that 
the State of Arkansas (hereinafter referred 
to as the State) has a program for the control 
of radiation hazards adequate to protect the 
public health and safety with respect to the 
materials within the State covered by this 
Agreement, and that the State desires to 
assume regulatory responsibility for such 
materials; and 

Whereas the Commission found on_, 

1963, that the program of the State for the 
regulation of the materials covered by this 
Agreement is compatible with the Commis¬ 
sion’s program for the regulation of such 
materials and is adequate to protect the 
public health and safety; and 
Whereas the State recognizes the desir¬ 
ability and importance of maintaining con¬ 
tinuing compatibility between its program 
and the program of the Commission for the 
control of radiation hazards in the interest 
of public health and safety; and 

Whereas the Commission and the State 
recognize the desirability of reciprocal rec¬ 
ognition of licenses and exemption from li¬ 
censing of those materials subject to this 
Agreement; and 

Whereas this Agreement is entered into 
pursuant to the provisions of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby agreed between 
the Commission and the Governor of the 
State, acting in behalf of the State, as fol¬ 
lows: 

Article I. Subject to the exceptions pro¬ 
vided in Articles n, III, and IV, the Com¬ 
mission shall discontinue, as of the effec¬ 
tive date of this Agreement, the regulatory 
authority of the Commission in the State 
under Chapters 6, 7, and 8, and section 161 
of the Act with respect to the following ma¬ 
terials : 

A. Byproduct materials; 

B. Source materials; and 

C. Special nuclear materials in quantities 
not sufficient to form a critical mass. 

Article II. This Agreement does not pro¬ 
vide for discontinuance of any authority and 
the Commission shall retain authority and 
responsibility with respect to regulation of: 

A. The construction and operation of any 
production or utilization facility; 

B. The export from or import into the 
United States of byproduct, source, or spe¬ 
cial nuclear material, or of any production 
or utilization facility; 

C. The disposal into the ocean or sea of 
byproduct, source or special nuclear waste 
materials as defined in regulations or orders 
of the Commission; 

D. The disposal of such other byproduct, 
source, or special nuclear material as the 
Commission from time to time determines 
by regulation or order should, because of the 
hazards or potential hazards thereof, not be 
so disposed of without a license from the 
Commission. 

Article III. Notwithstanding this Agree¬ 
ment, the Commission may from time to 
time by rule, regulation, or order, require 
that the manufacturer, processor, or producer 
of any equipment, device, commodity, or 
other product containing source, byproduct, 
or special nuclear material shall not trans¬ 
fer possession or control of such product 


except pursuant to a license or an exemption 
from licensing issued by the Commission. 

Article IV. This Agreement shall not af¬ 
fect the authority of the Commission under 
subsection 161 b. or i. of the Act to issue 
rules, regulations, or orders to protect the 
common defense and security, to protect re¬ 
stricted data or to guard against the loss 
or diversion of special nuclear material. 

Article V. The Commission will use its 
best efforts to cooperate with the State and 
other agreement States in the formulation 
of standards and regulatory programs of the 
State and the Commission for protection 
against hazards of radiation and to assure 
that State and Commission programs for 
protection against hazards of radiation will 
be coordinated and compatible. The State 
will use its best efforts to cooperate with the 
Commission and other agreement States in 
the formulation of standards and regula¬ 
tory programs of the State and the Com¬ 
mission for protection against hazards of 
radiation and to assure that the State’s 
program will continue to be compatible with 
the program of the Commission for the regu¬ 
lation of like materials. The State and the 
Commission will use their best efforts to 
keep each other informed of proposed 
changes in their respective rules and reg¬ 
ulations and licensing, inspection and en¬ 
forcement policies and criteria, and to ob¬ 
tain the comments and assistance of the 
other party thereon. 

Article VI. The Commission and the 
State agree that it is desirable to provide 
for reciprocal recognition of licenses for 
the materials listed in Article I licensed 
by the other party or by any agreement 
State. Accordingly, the Commission and the 
State agree to use their best efforts to de¬ 
velop appropriate rules, regulations, and pro¬ 
cedures by which such reciprocity will be 
accorded. 

Article VII. The Commission, upon its 
own initiative after reasonable notice and 
opportunity for hearing to the State, or 
upon request of the Governor of the State, 
may terminate or suspend this Agreement 
and reassert the licensing and regulatory 
authority vested in it under the Act if the 
Commission finds that such termination 
or suspension is required to protect the 
public health and safety. 

Article VIII. This Agreement shall be¬ 
come effective on July 1, 1963, and shall re¬ 
main in effect unless, and until such time 
as it is terminated pursuant to Article VII. 

Appendix “A” 

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE CONTROL OF 

SOURCES OF IONIZING RADIATION INCLUDING 

BYPRODUCT, SOURCE AND SPECIAL NUCLEAR 

MATERIALS 

Introduction — Foreword. It is the policy 
of the State of Arkansas in furtherance of its 
responsibility to protect the public health 
and safety and to encourage insofar as con¬ 
sistent with responsibility, the industrial and 
economic growth of the State: 

(1) To institute and maintain a regulatory 
program for sources of ionizing radiation so 
as to provide for (a) compatibility with the 
standards and regulatory programs of the 
federal government, (b) an effective system 
of regulation within the state, and (c) a sys¬ 
tem consonant insofar as possible with those 
of other states; and 

(2) To institute and maintain a program 
to permit and encourage development and 
utilization of sources of ionizing radiation 
for peaceful purposes consistent with the 
health and safety of the public. 

Pursuant to section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, which au¬ 
thorizes the Atomic Energy Commission to 
enter into an agreement with the Governor 
of a state and discontinue licensing and 
regulatory control over byproduct material, 
source material, and special nuclear material 
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of less than a critical mass, and to the sub¬ 
sequent designation of the State Board of 
Health as State Radiation Control Agency by 
the Arkansas Legislature to become prepared 
to assume this responsibility, the Arkansas 
State Board of Health is hereby presenting its 
program for control of sources of ionizing 
radiation. 

Authority. The Arkansas Legislature in its 
Second Extraordinary Session passed en¬ 
abling legislation, Act 8 of Second Extraordi¬ 
nary Session of 1961, designating the Arkan¬ 
sas State Board of Health to administer the 
licensing and regulatory responsibilities. 

The Radiation Control Program. Arkansas 
radiation control program started in 1948 
with the survey and inspection of shoe fit¬ 
ting fluoroscopes and industrial X-rays in 
the Division of Industrial Hygiene. Regula¬ 
tions were adapted for control of shoe fitting 
fluoroscopes with the adoption in 1959 of 
legislation prohibiting their use in the 
State. 

In January 1961, a dental radiological 
health course was held in cooperation with 
the U.S. Public Health Service at five loca¬ 
tions within the state for the purpose of 
training members of the dental profession in 
safe use of dental X-rays. A pilot program 
will be undertaken in 1963, in cooperation 
with the U.S. Public Health Service, designed 
for the medical profession in the safe use of 
X-rays. 

In April 1961, in meetings between the 
members of the State Health Department, 
Arkansas Dental Association, and U.S. Public 
Health Service, a program of inspection and 
survey of all dental X-ray units in the State 
was formulated. Since the start of the pro¬ 
gram approximately 500 dental units have 
been surveyed. This is approximately 91% 
of the units in the State. It is anticipated 
that this program will be completed by 
February 1, 1963. Also, during this period 
some medical X-ray installations were sur¬ 
veyed on request. 

In September 1961, with the passage of 
enabling legislation, rules and regulations 
were proposed. Committees from the Arkan¬ 
sas Medical Association, Arkansas Dental 
Association, Arkansas Veterinary Association 
and Arkansas Industrial Development Com¬ 
mission met with members of the State 
Board of Health and drafted rules and regu¬ 
lations for control of sources of ionizing 
radiation. These regulations were adopted 
at a regular session of the Arkansas State 
Board of Health on October 25, 1962. The 
registration of X-ray machines is effective 
January 1, 1963 and the licensing of radio¬ 
active material will become effective on the 
effective date of an agreement with the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

In addition to the activities described 
above, two members of the staff, the Director 
and one field inspector, received intensive 
training and experience at Oak Ridge Insti¬ 
tute of Nuclear Studies and Oak Ridge Na¬ 
tional Laboratory which involved handling, 
using, surveying of, and radiation protection 
regarding high levels of various types of 
radioactive material. The training and ex¬ 
perience included health physics work 
around reactors, hot laboratories, and sealed 
sources. 

Members of the staff of the Health Depart¬ 
ment have accompanied AEC Compliance 
personnel on inspections of licensed user on 
various occasions within the State. 

The environmental surveillance program 
started in 1954. Members of the State Health 
Department received training at U.S. Public 
Health Service installations and on the Job 
training as members of the offsite monitoring 
group at the National Test Site, Camp Mer¬ 
cury, Nevada in all test series up to the 
present time. The environmental program 
now includes base line studies of all public 
water supplies, and the sampling of air, 
precipitation and food for isotopic analysis. 
A committee has been formed, consisting of 


members of the American Dairy Association, 
Arkansas Milk Producers, and Arkansas State 
Health Department to formulate plans for 
control of fluid milk during high fallout 
periods. 

The radiation control program of the 
State is designed to regulate all sources of 
radiation other than those for which regula¬ 
tory responsibility is to be retained by the 
United States Atomic Energy Commission. 
No agreement will be entered into for dis¬ 
continuance of any authority or responsi¬ 
bility by the Commission with respect to 
regulation of: 

(1) The construction and operation of any 
production or utilization facility; 

(2) The export from or import into the 
United States of byproduct, source, or spe¬ 
cial nuclear material, or of any production 
or utilization facility. 

(3) The disposal into the ocean or sea of 
byproduct, source, or special nuclear waste 
material as defined in regulations or orders 
of the Commission; 

(4) The disposal of such other byproduct, 
source, or special nuclear material as the 
Commission determines by regulation or 
order should, because of the hazards or po¬ 
tential hazards thereof, not be so disposed 
of without a license from the Commission. 

Sources of radiation are divided into two 
categories; radiation producing machines 
and radioactive material. Radiation ma¬ 
chines are required to be registered. The 
right of inspection is granted the Agency. 
Radioactive materials are regulated under 
a licensing program patterned after that of 
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, requir¬ 
ing a license prior to acquisition or use of 
radioactive material. 

On consummation of the agreement be¬ 
tween the State of Arkansas and the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission an overall radi¬ 
ation program will have been established. 
The total program will cover: 

(1) Licensing and regulation of byprod¬ 
uct, source, special nuclear materials, 
naturally occurring and machine pro¬ 
duced radioisotopes. 

(2) Registration and inspection of radi¬ 
ation machines. 

(3) Environmental surveillance and mon¬ 
itoring. 

The Division of Radiological Health has 
been established under the Bureau of Lo¬ 
cal Health Services to carry out the provi¬ 
sions of this program. 

Licensing and Registration. Provision is 
made for the issuance of both specific and 
general licenses similar to those issued by 
the United States Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion. Such licenses are required for the pos¬ 
session of radioactive materials above ex¬ 
empt amounts or concentrations, regardless 
of the form of such materials. Allowances 
have been made for exempt concentrations to 
the extent that any person may receive, 
possess, use, transfer, own or acquire prod¬ 
ucts or materials containing radioactive ma¬ 
terial in concentrations not in excess of those 
listed in the schedule. The Agency may issue 
general licenses for source, byproduct, and 
naturally occurring radioactive materials in 
situations where more individualized con¬ 
trol by specific licenses is not necessary. 
General licenses are effective without the 
filing of applications with the Agency or the 
issuance of licensing documents to a partic¬ 
ular person. Specific licenses are issued to 
named persons upon application filed pur¬ 
suant to the agency regulations. The agency 
is also authorized to exempt from the licens¬ 
ing requirement quantities and classes of 
source, byproduct and naturally occurring 
radioactive materials which are insignifi¬ 
cant from a health and safety standpoint. 

Persons who acquire radiation machines 
after the initial registration are required to 
register with the agency within 30 days of 
acquisition. 

Basically, the regulations require that: 


(a) Each licensee or his staff must be 
qualified by training and experience to 
possess and use the material safely for the 
purpose for which it is licensed. 

(b) Equipment and facilities of each li¬ 
censee must be appropriate to protect health 
and minimize danger to life and property. 

(c) The location of the proposed activity 
must be suitable for the purpose. 

(d) The material may be used only for a 
purpose authorized in the license. 

(e) The material may not be transferred 
except to persons authorized to receive it. 

The general health and safety regulation 
(section 3) applies to all persons who possess 
source, special nuclear, byproduct, other nat¬ 
urally occurring radioactive material, and 
radiation machines under registration or a 
general or specific license from the agency. 

It establishes the maximum permissible 
limits for external exposure of employees to 
radiation and the maximum permissible con¬ 
centrations of radioactive material in the air 
to which licensees may expose employees. 
It also establishes standards applicable to the 
amount of radiation and the concentrations 
of radioactive materials which a licensee may 
create or release in the environment. Other 
provisions prescribe requirements for per¬ 
sonnel monitoring, protective equipment, 
caution signs, labels and signals, waste dis¬ 
posal, storage of licensed material. Instruc¬ 
tion of personnel on safe procedures for 
handling the material, and records and re¬ 
ports. These standards are based upon 
recommendations of recognized technical 
authorities, including the National Commit¬ 
tee on Radiation Protection, the United 
States Atomic Energy Commission, and the 
United States Public Health Service. 

When necessary, the Agency will include in 
a particular license specific requirement cov¬ 
ering those matters not expressly defined in 
the applicable regulation. If, after a license 
is issued, the agency finds that some aspect 
of the licensee’s activity has not been ap¬ 
propriately covered by the regulations or by 
the conditions in the license, the Agency may 
issue an order to the licensee imposing addi¬ 
tional requirements upon him. The agency’s 
regulatory program is designed to assure 
safety to licensees and their employees, and 
to the public, and also to avoid unnecessary 
restrictions. 

The Agency will keep interested members 
of the public and public authorities informed 
as to its regulatory program by public an¬ 
nouncements and personal correspondence. 
As provided in the enabling legislation, “Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure and Judicial Review,” 
and section 5 of the rules and regulations, in¬ 
terested parties are given an opportunity to 
participate in the issuance and amendments 
of the Agency’s regulations. 

Licensing procedures involve the evalua¬ 
tion of a variety of radiation hazards and 
determination of the adequacy of radiation 
controls proposed by applicants for licenses. 
Required controls vary greatly with the type 
of material and its proposed use. A prin¬ 
cipal purpose of the licensing requirement 
is to enable the Agency to determine that the 
applicant will be able to comply with the 
Agency’s radiation safety regulations and 
other regulatory requirements. The infor¬ 
mation required of the applicant is designed 
to provide the Agency with sufficient knowl¬ 
edge of the proposed program to make this 
determination. 

In connection with license applications a 
pre-licensing visit is made to the applicant’s 
premises when it is necessary to make an on 
the spot evaluation of his facilities, equip¬ 
ment, and radiation safety program, and to 
discuss licensing procedures. 

A license will be issued if the facilities 
and equipment, training and experience, and 
operating procedures of the applicant ap¬ 
pear adequate from the radiation protection 
standpoint for types, levels of activity, and 
proposed uses of the radioactive materials. 
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If pre-evaluation establishes that the de¬ 
sign of certain devices containing radioactive 
material provides a high degree of built-in 
safety and makes it safe for use by persons 
not trained in radiation protection, the de¬ 
vices can be made available under general 
rather than specific licenses. Where the de¬ 
vices are manufactured in accordance with 
specific licence, no further pre-evaluation 
notification to the Agency is necessary, on 
the part of the possessor and user of the 
device, but he is responsible for compliance 
with specified portions of the regulations, 
smd is subject to sanctions in the event of 
misuse. 

General licenses will also be issued with 
respect to limited quantities of the various 
source and byproduct materials with certain 
restrictions as to use. Large quantities re¬ 
quire specific licenses. Special nuclear ma¬ 
terial in quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass are limited to specific licenses. 

Staffing. The Arkansas Radiation Control 
Act of 1961 gives the State Health Officer, 
Dr. J. T. Herron, as Director of the State 
Radiation Control Agency, authority to des¬ 
ignate a Director of the Radiological Health 
Program. Administratively, the Director is 
responsible to Dr. E. J. Easley, Director, 
Bureau of Local Health Services and assist¬ 
ant State Health officer. The Director of 
the Radiological Health Program is Mr. Ed¬ 
ward P. Wilson, who will supervise the pro¬ 
gram and review and evaluate applications 
for licenses. 

Mr. John Whitlow, Health Physicist, and 
one health physicist (position currently va¬ 
cant) will be used primarily to conduct in¬ 
spections and surveys and generally admin¬ 
ister on site aspects of the licensing and 
regulatory program. One laboratory staff 
member will be designated a radiochemist 
for the environmental phases of the program. 
In addition to the above staff, arrangements 
have been made for a USPHS assignee to 
be designated for duty around July 1, 1963. 

When replacement of present personnel 
or new personnel is necessary, they will be 
required to have equivalent capabilities as 
present employees. Personnel replacement 
is through the State Merit Council which re¬ 
quires they meet minimum education and 
experience requirements as outlined under 
personnel Job descriptions. 

To assist the Agency, there has been es¬ 
tablished a medical radiation advisory com¬ 
mittee composed of Robert L. McDonald, 
M.D., Joseph D. Calhoun, M.D., Joe A. 
Norton, M.D., radiologist and Fred Bolen, 
D.D.S., Dental X-rays. This committee will 
be utilized in the evaluation of applications 
for human use of radioisotopes. 

In the event that additional personnel 
are needed for emergencies or for other 
purposes, Mr. John Blackwell and Mr. James 
Henry, chemists, with the chemical labora¬ 
tory have had training and experience in 
radiation survey and inspection. In addi¬ 
tion, Mr. G. T. Kellogg, Chief Engineer, 
Bureau of Sanitary Engineering, with ex¬ 
perience and training in radiological health, 
is available for field work and consultation. 

Inspection. Inspection for compliance 
with regulations and with license condi¬ 
tions will be carried out by the Division of 
Radiological Health. 

Based upon the existing number and kind 
licenses, a priority system will be estab¬ 
lished under which inspection of the most 
hazardous activities [will be] conducted 
once each 6 months, and the remainder on 
a less frequent basis depending on the rela¬ 
tive hazard. It is expected that all licensed 
activities will be inspected at least once 
m two years. 

Most inspections will be scheduled visits; a 
significant number may be on an unan¬ 
nounced visit basis. Inspection visits will 
usually entail a comprehensive review by 


the inspector of the licensee’s equipment, 
facilities, the handling or storage of radio¬ 
active material, the procedures in effect, 
including actual operation, and interviewing 
the personnel directly involved. The in¬ 
spector will review the licensee’s survey 
methods and results, personnel monitoring 
practices and results, the posting and label¬ 
ing used, the instructions to personnel and 
the methods and apparent effectiveness of 
maintaining control of people in the con¬ 
trolled area. The inspector reviews the 
licensee’s records of receipts, transfers, and 
inventory of licensed material. He may 
physically check the inventory. He ex¬ 
amines records concerning disposal to the 
sewage system and burial in soil, if pertinent. 
He may make measurements of radiation 
levels. Prior to leaving the licensee’s 
premises the inspector will meet with the 
management to discuss the results of his 
inspection. During this meeting, the inspec¬ 
tor will attempt to answer questions con¬ 
cerning the regulatory program. 

The inspector will prepare a detailed 
report to inform his supervisor of all the 
facts and circumstances that he gathered 
or observed during his inspection. 

In addition there will be investigations of 
all incidents and complaints involving li¬ 
censed materials and operations to determine 
the cause, the steps taken by the licensee to 
cope with the incident, whether or not there 
was non-compliance with a regulation, and 
the steps the licensee is taking to avoid re¬ 
currence of the incident. 

Licensees will be informed of the results 
of all inspections, first orally at the time of 
the inspection, and later by letter from the 
Agency. 

Enforcement . Reports of inspections of 
licensee’s activities will be evaluated to de¬ 
termine the status of compliance of the li¬ 
censees with the Agency regulations and 
registration or license conditions. If no 
item of non-compliance was observed, the 
licensee is so informed. If only minor mat¬ 
ters of non-compliance, such as improper 
signs, failure to label, etc. are involved which 
the licensee agrees to correct at the time of 
the inspection, the licensee will be informed 
by letter of the items of non-compliance and 
that corrective action will be reviewed dur¬ 
ing the next inspection. If the inspection 
revealed non-compliance of a more serious 
nature, the licensee is required to inform the 
Agency, in writing, usually within 15-30 days, 
as to the corrective action taken and the 
date completed. In these cases the Agency 
representative will either conduct a prompt 
follow-up inspection, or the matter is re¬ 
viewed during a regular inspection to assure 
that corrective action has in fact been ac¬ 
complished. If the reply does not satisfac¬ 
torily explain the non-compliance and assure 
that further violations will be prevented, the 
Agency may issue an order to show cause why 
the license should not be terminated or 
otherwise modified. If the conditions ob¬ 
served during the inspection should consti¬ 
tute a serious potential or actual hazard, the 
Agency representative reports by telephone. 
Enforcement action, such as an injunction 
order or impounding order to take immediate 
corrective action, can then be taken without 
delay. 

Provisions are made which entitle an op¬ 
portunity for a hearing upon the request of 
any person whose interest may be affected 
by proceedings, and any person may be al¬ 
lowed as a party to such a hearing. 

Waste disposal. Under the regulations 
there are four ways by which licensees may 
dispose of wastes: (1) By burial of small 
quantities in land, (2) by limited disposal 
in the sanitary sewer system, (3) by release 
of effluents in specified low concentrations, 
or (4) by transfer of the material to another 
licensee for subsequent disposal. 


The Agency’s regulations provide for con¬ 
sideration of methods such els incineration 
and for consideration of the disposed of 
higher levels of wastes on an individual basis. 
These alternative methods and levels are per¬ 
mitted only upon approved of the Agency of 
specific applications. 

Reciprocal recognition of licenses. Rules 
and regulations have been adopted to pro¬ 
vide for recognition of specific licenses or 
equivalent licensing documents issued by the 
UJS. Atomic Energy Commission or any agree¬ 
ment state. 

Maintaining compatibility. It is the policy 
of the State of Arkansas to maintain a regu¬ 
latory program which is compatible with the 
standards and regulatory programs of the 
Federal Government and consonant with 
those of other States. The State will use 
its best efforts to cooperate with the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission and other agree¬ 
ment states in the interest of continuing 
compatibility. 

[FJt. Doc. 63-1482; Filed, Feb. 8, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Dockets 13884, 13885] 

CALIFORNIA HAWAIIAN AIRLINES 

Notice of Reconvening of Hearing 

In the matter of the applications of 
Airline Transport Carriers, Inc., d/b/a 
California Hawaiian Airlines, for a cer¬ 
tificate or certificates of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity to engage in the sup¬ 
plemental air transportation of persons 
and/or property, pursuant to section 
401(d)(3) of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, sections 7 and 9 
of Public Law 87-528. 

Notice is hereby given that public 
hearing in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing will reconvene on February 27, 1963, 
at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in Room 725, Uni¬ 
versal Building, Connecticut and Florida 
Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., before 
the undersigned Examiner. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
18,1963. 

[seal] Leslie G. Donahue, 

Hearing Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1971; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket 13752] 

UNITED’S SERVICE TO PROVIDENCE, 
RHODE ISLAND 

Notice of Postponement of Pre- 
hearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
matter now assigned to be held on March 
6 is postponed to March 20, 1963, 10 a.m., 
e.s.t., room 911, Universal Building, Con¬ 
necticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Henry F. Martin, Jr. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
19, 1963. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[FJR. Doc. 63-1974; Filed. Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket 14096] 

SAMOAN AIRLINES, LTD.; ENFORCE¬ 
MENT PROCEEDING 

Notice of Postponement of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a public hear¬ 
ing in the above-entitled proceeding, 
now assigned to be held on February 19, 
1963, is hereby postponed to March 19, 
1963, at 10:00 a.m., in Room 911, Univer¬ 
sal Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C., before the un¬ 
dersigned examiner. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
18, 1963. 

[seal] Joseph L. Fitzmaurice, 

Hearing Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1973; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket 13777; Order E-19309] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Deferring Action on Agreement 

In the matter of an agreement adopted 
by the Traffic Conferences of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association re¬ 
lating to charters; Docket 13777; Agree¬ 
ment CAB 16847-R7. 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 18th day of February 1963. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and 
Part 261 of the Board’s Economic Regu¬ 
lations, an agreement between various 
air carriers, foreign air carriers, and 
other carriers embodied in the resolu¬ 
tions of the Traffic Conferences of the 
International Air Transport Association 
(IATA), adopted at meetings held in 
Chandler, Arizona in September and 
October, 1962, and assigned the above- 
designated CAB agreement number. 
The resolution here under consideration 
relates to charters and would have the 
effect of revalidating for two years, with 
certain changes, IATA Resolution 045, 
which would otherwise expire March 31, 
1963. 1 

The current IATA Resolution 045 was 
approved by the Board on January 23, 
1961, by Order E-16295 in Docket 11879, 
subject to a number of conditions. 2 The 
resolution here under consideration in¬ 
cludes several amendments pertinent to 


1 A proposed amendment provides that 
charters shall be governed by the terms of 
the Resolution in effect at the time the 
charter contract is executed: Provided, That 
from a date fifteen days after IATA’s an¬ 
nouncement of receipt of all government 
approvals of the Chandler amendments, 
charters shall be governed by the amended 
Resolution if the contract is executed after 
that date and the flight is to take place on 
or after April 1, 1963. 

a By Order E-17366, adopted August 25, 
1961, the Board amended condition (d) so 
as to allow Resolution 045 to prohibit char¬ 
ters to United States international air freight 
forwarders in the westbound direction on 
the North Atlantic. 


charters in air transportation as defined 
in the Act—i.e., to charters between a 
point in the United States and a point 
outside thereof. These would, inter alia, 
(1) exempt charters drawn from col¬ 
leges, business firms, or government or¬ 
ganizations from the 20,000 maximum 
membership limitation; (2) abolish the 
“spontaneous” charter category; (3) re¬ 
quire that where immediate families of a 
member of a chartering organization are 
to participate in a charter, they must be 
accompanied by the member unless he is 
“compelled to cancel his passage”; (4) 
provide for certain situations where en- 
tites holding entity-membership in an 
organization (e.g., corporations in a 
Chamber of Commerce) designate cer¬ 
tain of their individual members to par¬ 
ticipate in a charter of that organiza¬ 
tion; (5) require that a charterer agree 
to make its records available (In the case 
of an affinity or contributory “own use” 
charter) to the IATA Enforcement Offi¬ 
cer; (6) change the deadline for receipt 
of the charter application questionnaire 
from the date of execution of the con¬ 
tract to the flight departure date; (7) 
prohibit a member carrier from operat¬ 
ing a charter for a charterer which has 
been rejected as ineligible by another 
member carrier, for a period lasting until 
120 days after the proposed flight date 
of the charter found ineligible. 

The Board has tentatively decided to 
approve the subject agreement retaining 
the conditions applied in Order E-16295 
(as amended by Order E-17365) and 
adding two new conditions pertinent to 
certain of the above-cited amendments, 
as will be discussed below. The full text 
of all conditions is contained in the Ap¬ 
pendix hereto. 8 However, before taking 
final action, the Board will allow a fif¬ 
teen-day period for the receipt of com¬ 
ments by interested parties. 4 

The proposed change in the 20,000 
limitation (paragraph 4(b) (i) of the 
proposed Resolution) would result in a 
somewhat broader eligibility than is now 
provided for in the Board's charter regu¬ 
lations applicable to the off-route char¬ 
ters of foreign air carriers (Part 212 of 
the Economic Regulations) and to trans¬ 
atlantic charters by United States sup¬ 
plemental and certificated cargo carriers 
(Part 295 of the Economic Regulations). 
The latter exempt from the limitation 
only college and university groups and 
only when these are confined to a college 
or university in a local area. We will not 
condition the Resolution in this regard 
but instead we intend to revise Part 295 
to make it consistent with the amended 


3 Filed as part of the original document. 

* We note the pendency of the Transat¬ 
lantic Charter Investigation, Docket 11908, 
currently before the Board for decision. Up¬ 
on issuance of a decision in that proceeding, 
we shall consider any revisions in our con¬ 
ditions herein as may then appear desirable. 
It is patent, of course, that we would enter¬ 
tain proposals by IATA to amend its Charter 
Resolution as they may be submitted. 
(Docket 11908 is concerned with transat¬ 
lantic passenger charter service by United 
States supplemental and all-cargo carriers, 
and includes possible revision of the perti¬ 
nent Board Regulation—i.e., Part 295 of the 
Board’s Economic Regulations). 


Resolution. 5 * * By such action, Part 212 
would also be amended, in effect, since 
the maximum membership standard of 
Part 295 is applicable to Part 212 char¬ 
ters by virtue of Part 399.35. 

We turn now to the proposed provi¬ 
sions of the Resolution with regard to 
participation in charters by “delegates” 
of an entity (“a corporation, club or 
other legal entity”) where it is the 
entity, rather than individual employees 
or members thereof, which holds mem¬ 
bership in the chartering organization 
(paragraph 4(b) (x) of the proposed 
Resolution). This provision appears to 
call for clear interpretation rather than 
any Board condition. It is understood 
that the word “delegate” refers only to 
the act of designation by the entity of 
an employee or member to participate 
in a charter. Such charters would be 
subject to the requirements of para¬ 
graph 4(b) (ii) concerning a group’s 
“principal purposes, aims and objectives” 
and paragraph 4(b) (iii) requiring a di¬ 
rect membership relationship between 
an individual and an association or fed¬ 
eration of local organizations where the 
association or federation is the char¬ 
terer. To use the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce example, an officer of a parent 
firm might normally attend Chamber 
functions and thus be held to have a 
degree of “direct” membership relation¬ 
ship with the Chamber although formal 
membership is held only by his firm. 
The proposed amendment would permit 
the Chamber to open the charter to one 
such officer of each firm even though 
aggregate membership (i.e., employees) 
in all member firms exceeds 20,000, pro¬ 
vided the total number of persons having 
a “direct” membership relationship 
(either through individual membership 
or through designation by member 
firms) with the Chamber is less than 
20,000. (Where aggregate employment 
of all member firms is less than 20,000, 
there would be no limitation to one “del¬ 
egate” per firm on the charter, but the 
requirement as to the “direct” nature of 
membership would remain applicable.) 
With so restricted an applicability, the 
proposal does not appear to raise prob¬ 
lems and no condition will be applied 
concerning it. 

The proposed Resolution (paragraph 
14) would make the flight departure date 
the deadline for receipt by the carrier 
of the charterer’s information ques¬ 
tionnaire. Clearly, a carrier cannot 
make a proper determination as to the 
eligibility of the charterer if it does not 
have this information until the day of 
the flight. Yet we recognize that the 
current provision—setting the deadline 
as of the date of execution of the charter 
contract—may be equally unsatisfactory 
if the contract is not executed until 
flight date. And we note there are cir¬ 
cumstances (paragraph 10 in both the 
current and proposed Resolutions) where 
execution of the contract may not occur 
until as long as seven days after flight 


5 Our proposed amendment to Part 295 
would not, however, impose the alternative 

population percentage standards of the Reso¬ 

lution. These appear, as a practical matter, 

to be very seldom applicable. 
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departure. While recognizing that last- 
minute arrangements may at times be 
unavoidable, we would like to maximize 
the possibility of at least some review 
of the questionnaire. We propose, there¬ 
fore, to condition our approval so as to 
provide that the questionnaire must be 
received by the carrier by either the date 
of execution of the contract or flight 
date, whichever is earlier. It seems 
scarcely necessary to emphasize, how¬ 
ever, that receipt of the questionnaire 
long in advance of flight date is clearly 
desirable. And we would anticipate that 
the carrier’s responsibility for the bona 
fides of the charter group would not be 
diminished in any respect by its willing¬ 
ness to act on data filed on the eve of 
the flight. 

Finally, we propose to condition our 
approval with respect to the new provi¬ 
sion (paragraph 15) which would pro¬ 
hibit a member carrier from operating 
charters for charterers rejected as in¬ 
eligible by another member carrier for 
120 days after the proposed flight date 
of the charter found ineligible. While 
we appreciate the desirability of inhibit¬ 
ing an erosion of standards through a 
charterer’s “shopping around” for a 
member carrier willing to accept a char¬ 
ter of questionable eligibility, we cannot 
permit a single airline to exercise what 
would amount to a final veto over the 
right of a member of the public to char¬ 
ter. It is clear that the rule is so drafted 
as to give one carrier a final veto over 
what could be a legitimate difference of 
opinion as to eligibility without any re¬ 
course being available to the prospective 
charterer. In addition to this basic ob¬ 
jection, we note that the provision would 
appear to bar a charter by an eligible 
organization whose original proposal had 
been in violation but which constituted 
a new charter in conformance with the 
Resolution. We propose to condition our 
approval so that paragraph fifteen will 
not be effective with respect to charters 
in air transportation.® 

The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204a, 412 and 414 of the Act finds: 

1. That the aforementioned Resolu¬ 
tion is not adverse to the public interest 
or in violation of the Act, provided ap¬ 
proval of Agreement CAB No. 16847-R7 
(IATA No. 045) is made subject to the 
conditions in the Appendix hereto; 

2. That it would be in the public 
interest to defer final action on this 
agreement for a period of fifteen days to 
afford any interested person an opportu¬ 
nity to comment on the Board’s proposed 
approval. 7 

Accordingly it is ordered: 

1. That action on Agreement CAB No. 
16847, R-7 be and it hereby is deferred 
with a view toward eventual approval 
as hereinafter provided; 


c As a means for curbing abuses, IATA 
members would appear free to inform the 
IATA Enforcement Officer as to ineligible 
groups which come to their attention. 

7Comin e n ts were received on January 21, 
1963 from the American Society of Travel 
Agents. Although filed prematurely, they 
will be considered along with other com¬ 
ments that may be received in response to 
this order. 


2. That any air carrier party to the 
agreement, or any other interested per¬ 
son, may, within fifteen days from the 
date hereof, submit written comments on 
the Board’s proposed approval herein. 
Such statements should'conform to the 
general requirements of the Board’s 
Rules of Practice in Economic Proceed¬ 
ings. If no protest is received within 
fifteen days from the date of this order, 
or, if, in the Board’s judgment, such 
protests as are received do not require 
reconsideration of its position, the Board 
will, by subsequent order, approve the 
above-designated agreement subject to 
the general conditions set forth in Order 
E-9305, dated June 15, 1955, as amended 
by Order E-10992, dated January 31, 
1957. 

3. That this order be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1975; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket 14325I 

AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 

Order of Investigation and 
Suspension 

In the matter of reduced fares for for¬ 
mer employees, proposed by AMERICAN 
AIRLINES, INC.; Docket 14325. 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 19th day of February 1963. 

By tariff 1 marked to become effective 
February 24, 1963, American Airlines, 
Inc. has proposed to establish reduced 
round-trip fares for its former employees 
who are members of “The Kiwi Club” 
or “The Grey Eagles Club” (company 
organizations of former stewardesses 
and pilots, respectively), and their wives 
and husbands, to permit such individuals 
to attend the annual conventions of 
these clubs. The fares are at the level 
of the current one-way local fares for 
the same class of service and are limited 
to one trip per person per year. 

No complaints have been filed. 

The Board considers that these fares 
may be unjust or unreasonable, or un¬ 
justly discriminatory, or unduly prefer¬ 
ential, or unduly prejudicial and should 
be investigated. In an accompanying 
letter of transmittal enclosed with its 
tariff, American states that these re¬ 
duced fares are desirable since some 
members of the clubs are not eligible for 
free or reduced-rate transportation as 
retired employees, active employees, or 
spouses of either, and that these clubs 
serve to advance air transportation and 
the morale of present employees. This 
of itself, however, does not appear to the 
Board to provide sufficient justification 
for a fare which discriminates against 
non-employees as well as former em¬ 
ployees who are not members of the 
clubs, limits eligibility therefor to a par¬ 
ticular class of persons and the compen¬ 


1 American’s Local Passenger Tariff, CA.B. 

No. 158. 


sating benefits to American and to air 
transportation generally appear too 
slight to serve as sufficient justification 
for discrimination of a type which the 
Board has in the past declared to be 
unlawful. 2 

In view of the substantial question 
of discrimination presented by this pro¬ 
posal and the fact that if permitted to 
become effective it would afford a prece¬ 
dent for other air carriers to propose 
similar fares for such purposes, we have 
determined to suspend the effectiveness 
of this tariff pending investigation. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
and particularly sections 204 Ca) and 1002 
thereof: It is ordered: 

1. That an investigation be, and 
hereby is, instituted to determine if the 
fares and provisions in American Air¬ 
lines, Inc.’s C.A.B. No. 158 are, or wiH be, 
unjust or unreasonable, unjustly dis¬ 
criminatory, unduly preferential, unduly 
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and, 
if found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful fares and provisions. 

2. That pending hearing, and decision 
by the Board, American Airlines, Inc.’s 
C.A.B. No. 158 is suspended and its use 
deferred to and including May 24, 1963, 
unless otherwise ordered by the Board, 
and that no changes be made therein 
during the period of suspension, except 
by order or special permission of the 
Board. 

3. That the proceeding ordered herein 
be assigned for prehearing conference 
before an examiner of the Board 
at a time and place hereafter to 
be designated. 

4. That copies of this order shall be 
filed with the tariff and shall be served 
upon American Airlines, Inc., which is 
hereby made a party to this proceeding. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1972; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 am.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[OE Docket No. 63-SO-3] 

BRENNAN BROADCASTING CO. 

Determination of Hazard to Air 
Navigation 

The Federal Aviation Agency has cir¬ 
cularized the following proposal for aero¬ 
nautical comment and has conducted a 
study to determine its effect upon the 
safe and efficient utilization of airspace. 

The Brennan Broadcasting Company, 
Jacksonville, Florida, proposes to con¬ 
struct a television antenna structure to 
be located at latitude 29°53'17" north, 
longitude 81°39'49" west, approximately 
3.7 miles northwest of West Tocoi, Flor¬ 
ida, at an elevation of 1,799 feet above 
mean sea level (1,769 feet above ground). 


* Capital Group Student Fares. 25 C.A.B. 
280, (1957). 
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NOTICES 


At the proposed location and height 
above ground, the structure would exceed 
the standards as described in § 77.23(a) 

(1) of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
by 1,296 feet and would require: an 
increase from 1,500 feet to 2,800 feet in 
the minimum obstruction clearance 
altitude for flight in the southwest sector 
of the NAS Jacksonville, Florida, TACAN 
facility within a radius of 25 nautical 
miles; an increase from 1,400 feet to 
2,800 feet in the MOCA for flight in the 
southwest sector of the NAS Cecil VOR 
facility within a radius of 25 nautical 
miles; and would increase to 2,300 feet 
the minimum safe obstruction clearance 
altitude for visual flight rule operation 
along the St. Johns River where such 
operation would be in proximity to or 
overlie the site of the proposed structure. 

The proposed structure would be lo¬ 
cated approximately two miles west of 
the St. Johns River, approximately one 
mile east of the eastern boundary of 
restricted area R— 2903A which is part of 
a complex of restricted areas (Rr-2903A, 
R-2903B, R^2903C, R-2903D, Rr-2906, 
Rr-2907, and R-2910) ; and approxi¬ 
mately 24 miles south of the United 
States Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

At this location the proposed struc¬ 
ture would be on a line between the NAS 
Jacksonville and restricted areas used 
by the Department of the Navy for the 
training of naval aviators. It would 
also be located within a 15-20-mile-wide 
corridor along the Florida east coastline 
where a high concentration of general 
aviation activity exists. The combina¬ 
tion of the Atlantic Ocean on the East 
and the restricted areas on the West 
produce a funneling effect on aircraft 
operating through this area. On No¬ 
vember 17, 1961, the Federal Aviation 
Agency in Airspace Docket No. 61—WA- 
120, altered restricted area R-2903A to 
realign the eastern boundary of the re¬ 
stricted area some six miles westerly 
to generally conform to the west bank 
of the St. Johns River. This release of 
restricted use airspace was accom¬ 
plished as a part of an interim solution 
of the Jacksonville complex based upon 
agreements reached with the Depart¬ 
ment of the Navy to provide some im¬ 
mediate relief for general aviation in 
this area. 

The St. Johns River is a natural VFR 
route used by both navy and general 
aviation flights proceeding between 
Jacksonville, Florida, and points south¬ 
east along the coastline. It is a natural 
VFR route for naval training flights be¬ 
tween NAS Jacksonville and their as¬ 
signed restricted area. The St. Johns 
River has been established by the Navy 
as a VFR return route for navy flights 
returning from the restricted areas to 
NAS Jacksonville. 

The route is most frequently used 
when marginal weather conditions pre¬ 
vail in the area. The low Florida ter¬ 
rain of the coastal areas and the Florida 
peninsula favors low altitude flight op¬ 
erations. The Florida climate also fa¬ 
vors low altitude operations because of 
periods of low stratus cloud conditions 


in all seasons and frequent periods of 
broken to overcast cumulus cloud con¬ 
ditions and numerous thunderstorm ac¬ 
tivity in the non-winter months. 

The Agency’s publication, Air Traffic 
Patterns of VFR General Aviation for 
Fiscal Year 1961, indicates that approxi¬ 
mately 5,300 flight plans were filed for 
flights through the 15-20-mile corridor. 
Of this number approximately 440 flight 
plans were filed for routes passing within 
10 miles of the site of the proposed 
structure and for altitudes of 2,000 feet 
or less. 

Based upon the aeronautical study, it 
is the finding of the Agency that the 
proposed structure would derogate to an 
unacceptable degree the safe and effi¬ 
cient use of the navigable airspace in an 
area already seriously compromised with 
respect to the availability to air com¬ 
merce of reasonable VFR flight paths 
through the area in question, particu¬ 
larly during periods of marginal weather 
conditions. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(§ 77.37 (New)), it is found that the 
proposed structure would have a sub- 
stanial adverse effect upon the safe and 
efficient utilization of airspace; and it 
is hereby determined that the proposed 
structure would be a hazard to air navi¬ 
gation. 

This determination is effective as of 
the date of issuance and will become 
final 30 days thereafter unless an ap¬ 
peal is filed under § 77.39 (New) (27 F.R. 
10352). If the appeal is denied, the de¬ 
termination will then become final as 
of the date of the denial or 30 days after 
the issuance of the determination, 
whichever is later. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 13, 1963. 

Joseph Vivari, 

Acting Chief, 

Obstruction Evaluation Branch. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1944; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[OE Docket No. 63-SO-l ] 

WDEF BROADCASTING CO. 

Determination of Hazard to Air 
Navigation 

The Federal Aviation Agency has cir¬ 
cularized the following proposal for aero¬ 
nautical comment and has conducted a 
study to determine its effect upon the 
safe and efficient utilization of airspace. 

The WDEF Broadcasting Company, 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, proposes to 
increase by 762 feet the height of an ex¬ 
isting television antenna structure near 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, at latitude 
35 c 08'05" north, longitude 85°19'25" 
west. The new over-all height of the 
structure would be 3,049 feet above mean 
sea level (1,141 feet above ground). 

The existing structure is within the 
airway boundaries of VOR Federal air¬ 
ways Nos. 5 and 243, being located ap¬ 
proximately 6 miles north/northwest of 
Chattanooga and 9 miles northwest of 
Lovell Field. 


The Agency study disclosed that the 
proposed increase in structure height 
would: require an increase from 3,400 
feet to 3,500 feet in the minimum transi¬ 
tion altitude from the Coalmont Inter¬ 
section to the North Chattanooga radio 
beacon; require an increase from 3,400 
feet to 4,000 feet in the minimum tran¬ 
sition altitude from Whitwell Intersec¬ 
tion to North Chattanooga radio beacon; 
require an increase from 3,400 feet to 
4,000 feet in the minimum transition 
altitude from Haletown Intersection to 
the North Chattanooga radio beacon; 
and would require an increase from 3,400 
feet to 4,000 feet in the minimum tran¬ 
sition altitude from the Bridgeport In¬ 
tersection to the North Chattanooga 
radio beacon for instrument approach 
procedures AL-79-ILS-RWY 19 and AL- 
79 ADF 1. 

The study also disclosed that because 
of the relatively short distance from the 
proposed structure to Lovell Field, only 
aircraft with a very fast climb capability 
would be able to depart on course with 
safety when proceeding in a northerly 
or westerly direction. Due to the high 
terrain and present towers in the Chat¬ 
tanooga area, the Agency had previously 
found it necessary to caution pilots, op¬ 
erating aircraft with limited climb 
capabilities and departing on routes 
west through north, that they should 
request clearance to climb on a track of 
either 016° or 196° from the instrument 
landing system middle marker to 3,000 
feet before continuing climb on course. 
The greater height of the proposed 
structure would further complicate this 
problem. 

The increase in the minimum transi¬ 
tion altitudes that would be required if 
this structure were constructed would 
cause delay to instrument approach op¬ 
erations because of the higher initial 
approach altitude. In addition, when 
air traffic control found it necessary to 
direct a departing aircraft on the above 
special climb procedure, aircraft wait¬ 
ing approach would be further delayed 
or approaches stopped altogether until 
the departing aircraft had left the im¬ 
mediate area or climbed to an altitude 
above 4,000 feet. Thus, when the Chat¬ 
tanooga terminal area was under heavy 
IFR traffic and minimum weather condi¬ 
tions, approach and departure pro¬ 
cedures could become quickly saturated 
and traffic would be unavoidably de¬ 
layed. During Fiscal Year 1962, there 
were 19,699 instrument operations and 
3,949 instrument approaches at Lovell 
Field. 

The study disclosed that the above 
procedures and minimum flight altitudes 
cannot be altered to accommodate the 
proposed structure without having a sub¬ 
stantial adverse effect upon aeronautical 
operations in the Chattanooga terminal 
area. 

The Agency study further disclosed 
that, if constructed to the height pro¬ 
posed, the structure would require visual 
flight rules aircraft departing the Chat¬ 
tanooga area in a northerly and westerly 
direction and proceeding on a course 
after take-off which would overlie the 
structure site, to alter course during 
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climb-out to obtain adequate vertical or 
horizontal obstruction clearance from 
the structure. The FAA report of VFR 
general aviation operations for Fiscal 
Year 1961 indicates approximately 62 
aircraft per month file VFR flight plans 
between the Chattanooga area and 
points northerly and westerly. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(§ 77.37 (New)), it is concluded that 
the proposed increase in height to an 
existing structure at the location and 
to the mean sea level elevation specified 
herein, would have a substantial adverse 
effect upon aeronautical operations and 
procedures; and it is hereby determined 
that the proposed structure would be a 
hazard to air navigation. 

This determination is effective as of 
the date of issuance and will become final 
30 days thereafter unless an appeal is 
filed under § 77.39 (New) (27 F.R. 10352) 
of the Federal Aviation Agency Regula¬ 
tions. If the appeal is denied, the deter¬ 
mination will then become final as of 
the date of the denial or 30 days after 
the issuance of the determination, which¬ 
ever is later. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 13, 1963. 

Joseph Vivari, 

Acting Chief, 

Obstruction Evaluation Branch . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1945; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.J 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. CP63-1561 

CITY OF MONTICELLO, GA. 

Notice of Application 

February 14,1963. 

Take notice that on December 5, 1962, 
the City of Monticello, Georgia (Appli¬ 
cant), filed in Docket No. CP63-156 an 
application, which it supplemented on 
January 15 and 28, 1963, pursuant to 
section 7(a) of the Natural Gas Act, 
requesting the Commission to issue an 
order directing Southern Natural Gas 
Company to establish physical connec¬ 
tion of its transmission facilities with 
the facilities proposed to be constructed 
by Applicant and to sell and deliver to 
Applicant the volumes of natural gas 
estimated to be required for sale and dis¬ 
tribution in the third year of operation 
in the City of Monticello and its environs. 

The estimated volume of 104,840 Mcf 
will be needed during the third year of 
operations. 

The proposed service will be rendered 
under Southern Natural Gas Company’s 
Rate Schedule G-3. 

Applicant states that the estimated 
cost of its proposed distribution facili¬ 
ties is $525,000, which will be financed 
by the sale of bonds. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 


the applicable rules and regulations, and 
to that end: 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
March 15, 1963. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1955; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:47 ajn.] 


[Docket Nos. RI63-335—RI63-3371 

F. A. CALLERY, INC., ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates 1 * * * 

February 13, 1963. 

F. A. Callery, Inc., et al., Docket No. 
RI63-335; Union Oil Company of Cali¬ 
fornia, Docket No. RI63-336; Socony 
Mobil Oil Company, Inc. Docket No. 
RI63-337. 

The above-named Respondents have 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
presently effective rate schedules for 
sales of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. All of the 
sales are made at a pressure base of 
14.65 psia. The proposed changes, which 
constitute increased rates and charges, 
are designated as follows: 


Docket 

No. 


Rate 

Sup¬ 


Amount 

Date 

Effective 

date 

Date sus¬ 

Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 
effect sub¬ 

Respondent 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser and producing area 

of annual 
increase 

filing 

tendered 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

pended 

until 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

ject to 
refund in 
docket 
Nos. 

RI63-335... 

F. A. Callery, Inc., 
et al., 400 Bank of 
the Southwest 
Building, Houston* 
2 , Tex. 

1 

12 

Texas Gas Pipeline Corp. (West Big 
Hill Area, Jefferson County, Tex.) 
(R.R. District No. 3). 

$7,200 

1-15-63 

»3- 1-63 

8 - 1-63 

»• 14.6 

*»15.0 


RI63-336... 

Union Oil Company 
of California, P.O. 
Box 7600, Los An¬ 
geles 54, Calif., 
Attn: Manager, 
Natural Gas and 
Gasoline Dept. 

28 

4 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 
(North Arneckeville Field, DeWitt 
County, Tex.) (R.R. District No. 
2 ). 

1,250 

1-14-63 

4 2-14-C3 

7-14-63 

» 7 13.8733 

*» 14.3733 


RI63-337... 

Socony Mobil Oil 
Company, Inc., 150 
East 42d St., New 
York 17, N.Y. 
Attn: Mr. James R. 
January. 

50 

16 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 
(Helen Gohlke Field, DeWitt 
County, Tex.), (R.R. District No. 
2 ). 

117 

1-14-63 

4 2-14-63 

7-14-63 

4 «14.3733 

*«14.8733 



Socony Mobil Oil Co., 
Inc. 

Do. 

61 

72 

10 

12 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 
(Henze Field, DeWitt County, 
Tex.) (R.R. District No. 2). 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 
(Karon Field, Live Oak County, 
Tex.) (R.R. District No. 2). 

1,757 

404 

1-14-63. 

1-14-63 

4 2-14-63 

1 2-14-63 

7-14-63 

7-14-63 

4 13.8733 

• 13.8733 

* 14.3733 

* 14.3733 



i The stated effective date is the effective date proposed by Respondent. 4 Includes 0.5 cent dehydration charge. 

* Periodic rate increase. # Rate is the result of an offer of settlement approved subsequent to September 

* Contract contains downward Btu adjustment below 1000 Btu’s. 28, 1960. 

4 The stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the required statutory 7 Rate is the result of an offer of settlement approved prior to September 28, I960- 


The proposed increased rates and 
charges exceed the applicable area price 
levels for increased rates set forth in the 
Commission’s Statement of General Pol¬ 
icy No. 61-1, as amended (18 CFR Ch. I, 
p art 2, § 2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
°f the Natural Gas Act that the Com- 
No. 33-6 


mission enter upon hearings concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed changes 
and that the above-designated supple¬ 
ments be suspended and the use thereof 
deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
Ch. I), public hearings shall be held upon 
dates to be fixed by notices from the 
Secretary concerning the lawfulness of 


the proposed increased rates and charges 
contained in the above-designated 
supplements. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Date Suspended 
Until’* column, and thereafter until 


1 This order does not provide for the con¬ 

solidation for hearing or disposition of the 

several matters covered herein, nor should 

it be so construed. 
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NOTICES 


such further time as they are made effec¬ 
tive in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or ui\til the periods of suspen¬ 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37 (f)) on or before April 1, 1963. 

By the Commission, Commissioners 
O’Connor and Woodward dissenting. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1823; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. RI63-338—RI63-342] 

HUMBLE OIL & REFINING CO. ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates 1 * 

February 13, 1963. 

Humble Oil & Refining Company, 
Docket No. RI63-338; Humble Oil & Re¬ 
fining Company (Operator), et al., Dock¬ 
et No. RI63-339; Sinclair Oil & Gas Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. RI63-340; Sunray DX 
Oil Company, Docket No. RI63-341; So- 
cony Mobil Oil Company, Inc. (Opera¬ 
tor), et al., Docket No. RI63-342. 

The above-named Respondents have 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
presently effective rate schedules for 
sales of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. All of the 
sales are made at a pressure base of 14.65 
psia. The proposed changes, which con¬ 
stitute increased rates and charges, are 
designated as follows: 


Docket Respondent 

No. 


RI63-338... Humble Oil & Refin¬ 
ing Co., P.O. Box 
2180, Houston 1, Tex. 
Humble Oil & Refin¬ 
ing Co. 

"IlldoIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 


RI63-339... Humble Oil & Refin¬ 
ing Co. (Operator), 
et al. 

RI63-340... Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., 
P.O. Box 521, Tulsa 
2, Okla. 

RI63-341.,. Sunray DX Oil Co., 
P.O. Box 2039 Tul¬ 
sa 2, Okla. 

Sunray DX Oil Co.... 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


RI63-342... Socony Mobil Oil Co., 
Inc. (Operator), et 
al., 150 East 42d St., 
New York 17, N.Y., 
Attn: Mr. James R. 
January. 







Effective 


Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 

Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 


Amount 
of annual 
increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Date sus- 



effect sub¬ 

Purchaser and producing area 

pended 
until— 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

ject to 
refund in 
docket 
Nos. 

215 

6 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

$52 

1-21-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

* 317.4 

RI62-354 


(SE. Camrick Field, Beaver County, 








220 

227 

229 

242 

253 

202 

7 

Okla.). 

18 

1-21-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

* 317.4 

R162-354 

5 

do .. 

11 

1-21-63 

13-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

* 3 17.4 

RI62-354 

RI62-354 

RI62-354 

RI62-354 

RI62-354 

5 


5 

1-21-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

* 3 17.4 

5 


103 

1-21-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

*»17.4 
*»17.4 

4 

do . 

203 

1-21-63 

13-21-63 

8-21-63 

3 17.2 

10 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

4,151 

1-21-63 

13-22-63 

8-22-63 

17.0 

* 17.2 

256 

3 

(Enns Field, Texas County, Okla.). 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(N W. Dower Field, Beaver County, 
Okla.). 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (SE. Salt 

153 

1,193 

1-21-63 

13-21-63 

8-21-63 

8-26-63 

*17.2 

>11.0 

2*17.4 

* * 12.0 

RI62-411 

194 

1 

1-24-63 

J (rArW 



Fork Field, Grant County, Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “Other” area). 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 




135 

8 

41 

1-25-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

*17.2 

* * 17.4 

RI62-325 


(Camrick Field, Beaver County, 








162 

165 

.7 

Okla.) (Oklahoma Panhandle area). 

38 

1-25-63 

13-21-63 

8-21-63 

*17.2 

2 * 17.4 

RI62-325 

RI62-325 

6 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

114 

1-25-63 

13-22-63 

8-22-63 

17.0 

3 17.2 


(Camrick Field, Texas County, 








170 

7 

Okla.) (Oklahoma Panhandle area). 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Camrick Field, Beaver County, 
Okla.) (Oklahoma Panhandle area). 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (East 

0 

4,230 

1-25-63 

13-21-63 

1 9 OA-A7 

8-21-63 

o o/U3 

*17.2 

*11.0 

* * 17.4 

* * 12.0 

RI62-325 


194 

4 

1-25-63 

1 o-zv-oo 

8 - 1-63 


Kremlin Field, Garfield County, 
Okla.) (Other Oklahoma area). 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Caledonia Field, Rusk County, 
Tex.) (R.R. District No. 6). 

776 

*13.1 

* < 14.1 


136 

2 

1-21-63 

1 Or- I—DO 







i The stated effective date is the effective date proposed by respondent. 3 Subject to a downward Btu adjustment for gas containing less than 1,000 Btu 

»Periodic rate increase. ’’Tsubje'ctW downward Btu adjustment below 1.000 Bin's. 


All of the proposed increased rates ex¬ 
ceed the applicable area ceilings for in¬ 
creased rates as set forth in the Commis¬ 
sion’s Statement of General Policy No. 
61-1, as amended (18 CFR Ch. I, Part 2, 
§ 2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon hearings concerning the 
lawfulness of the several proposed 
changes and that the above-designated 


supplements be suspended and the use 
thereof deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be held 
upon dates to be fixed by notices from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the several proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the above- 
designated supplements. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plements are hereby suspended and the 


use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Date Suspended 
Until” column, and thereafter until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or until the periods of suspen¬ 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 


1 This order does not provide for the con¬ 

solidation for hearing or disposition of the 
several matters covered herein, nor should it 

be so construed. 
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(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)) on or before April 3, 1963. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1824; Filed, Feb. 21. 1963; 
8:45 a.m.l 


[Docket No. CP63-181] 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. AND 
TENNESSEE GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

February 14,1963. 

Take notice that on December 26,1962, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company 
(United), a Delaware corporation with 
its principal place of business at 1525 
Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, Louisiana, 
and Tennessee Gas Transmission Com¬ 
pany (Tennessee), a Delaware corpora¬ 
tion with its principal place of business 
at P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas, filed 
in Docket No. CP63-181, a joint applica¬ 
tion for a certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity, pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, authorizing 
the exchange of natural gas during the 
calendar year 1963, through existing and 
proposed facilities of United and Tennes¬ 
see, all as more fully described in the 
joint application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

The Applicants seek authorization to 
install and operate metering and inter¬ 
connecting facilities where United’s 30- 
inch Refugio to Perryville pipeline inter¬ 
sects with Tennessee’s 30-inch main line 
near Louetta, Karris County, Texas, and 
where United’s 30-inch Bayou Terre¬ 
bonne Junction to Mobile line intersects 
Tennessee’s 30-inch main line near 
Chauncey, Hancock County, Mississippi. 
There presently exists an interconnection 
where United’s 18-inch pipeline connects 
with the pipeline facilities of Tennessee 
at Tennessee’s Compressor Station No. 47 
near West Monroe, Ouachita Parish, 
Louisiana. Applicants submit that the 
exchange of gas will provide added flex¬ 
ibility of operation and continuity of 
service. 

The total cost of the proposed facilities 
will not exceed $52,893, under which 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Company 
will expend $25,080, and United Gas Pipe 
Line Company will expend $27,813, The 
application states that the proposed 
facilities will be financed by the respec¬ 
tive companies from cash on hand. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 


Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on 
March 19, 1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however , 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicant to appear or be represented 
at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
March 6, 1963. Failure of any party to 
appear at and participate in the hearing 
shall be construed as waiver of and con¬ 
currence in omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 63-1956; Filed Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

PEOPLES TRUST COMPANY OF 
BERGEN COUNTY 

Order Approving Merger of Banks 

In the matter of the application of 
Peoples Trust Company of Bergen 
County for approval of merger with The 
First National Bank of Wyckoff. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to the Bank Merger 
Act of 1960 (12 U.S.C. 1828(c)), an ap¬ 
plication by Peoples Trust Company of 
Bergen County, Hackensack, New Jersey, 
for the Board’s prior approval of the 
merger of that bank and The First Na¬ 
tional Bank of Wyckoff, Wyckoff, New 
Jersey, under the charter and title of the 
former. As an incident to the merger, the 
sole office of the latter bank would be 
operated as a branch of the former bank. 
Notice of the proposed merger, in form 
approved by the Board, has been pub¬ 
lished pursuant to said Act. 

Upon consideration of all relevant ma¬ 
terial in the light of the factors set forth 
in said Act, including reports furnished 
by the Comptroller of the Currency, the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
and the Department of Justice on the 
competitive factors involved in the pro¬ 
posed merger, 

It is hereby ordered. For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s Statement 1 of 
this date, that said application be and 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington 25, D.C., or to the Fed- 


hereby is approved, provided that said 
merger shall not be consummated (a) 
within seven calendar days after the date 
of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after said date. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of February 1963. 

By order of the Board of Governors.* 

[seal] Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1958; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.J 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 812-15371 

ELECTRONICS CAPITAL CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Application for Or¬ 
der Exempting Proposed Transac¬ 
tions Between Affiliated Persons 
Incident to a Merger 

February 18,1963. 

Notice is hereby given that Electronics 
Capital Corporation (“applicant”), 1400- 
5th Avenue, San Diego, California, a 
registered closed-end, nondiversified in¬ 
vestment company, has filed an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 17(b) of the In¬ 
vestment Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) 
for an order of the Commission exemp- 
ing from the provisions of section 17(a) 
of the Act transactions between affiliated 
persons incident to a proposed merger of 
Communications Controls Corporation 
(“Communication”), a Delaware cor¬ 
poration, and Dynair, Inc. (“Dynair”), 
a California corporation. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a com¬ 
plete statement of the representations in 
said application, which are summarized 
below. 

Communication was organized in 1960 
to engage in the development and sale of 
a system for rapid transmission of busi¬ 
ness data via telephone lines. It has out¬ 
standing 4,300 shares of common stock, 
of which Omar LaHue, the president 
of Communication, owns 2,725 shares 
(63.4 percent), Dr. Martin L. Klein, 900 
shares (20.9 percent) and Franklin Elec¬ 
tronics, Inc., 675 shares (15.7 percent). 
Communication also has outstanding a 
$100,000, 8 percent, 20-year income de¬ 
benture, convertible into shares of com¬ 
mon stock of Communication at a price 
of $20 per share; a $100,000, 8 percent, 
7-year income debenture, convertible in¬ 
to shares of common stock of Communi¬ 
cation at a price of $16.66 per share; and 
$135,000 of 8 percent, 7-year promissory 
notes; all of which are owned by appli- 


eral Reserve Bank of New York. Dissenting 
statement of Governor Robertson also filed 
as part of the original document and avail¬ 
able upon request. 

2 Voting for this action: Chairman Martin, 
and Governors Balderston. Mills, Shepard- 
son, and Mitchell. Voting against this ac¬ 
tion: Governor Robertson. Absent and not 
voting: Governor King. 
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NOTICES 


cant. The two debentures held by appli¬ 
cant, taken together, are convertible in¬ 
to an aggregate of 11,000 shares, or 65.5 
percent of the total outstanding stock of 
Communication after such conversion 
and after issuance of 1,500 shares of com¬ 
mon stock reserved for stock options. 
Applicant has committed itself to pur¬ 
chase from Communication an addi¬ 
tional $65,000 of 8 percent, 7-year prom¬ 
issory notes. The present shareholders 
of Communication have covenanted and 
agreed, as set forth in the loan agree¬ 
ment entered into between Communica¬ 
tion and applicant, to vote their stock of 
Communication in such manner as to 
elect one nominee of applicant to Com¬ 
munication’s board of directors when 
such board of directors consists of three 
members, and two such nominees if the 
board of directors consists of five mem¬ 
bers. 

Applicant's security holdings of Com¬ 
munication and the above-mentioned 
covenant resulted from a recapitalization 
of Communication in June 1962. In con¬ 
nection therewith, applicant exchanged 
convertible debentures having a principal 
amount of $300,000 and promissory notes 
having a principal amount of $400,000 
for the convertible debentures presently 
held by it, which have a principal amount 
of $200,000. At the same time, appli¬ 
cant committed itself to loan Communi¬ 
cation an additional $200,000, of which 
it has advanced $135,000 as indicated 
above. Incident to the recapitalization, 
Franklin Electronics, Inc., sold to La- 
Hue, who became an employee of Com¬ 
munication in November 1961, 2,725 
shares of Communication, and LaHue 
became president of Communication. 

Dynair, organized in 1957, is engaged 
in the manufacture and sale of basic 
electronic systems and components re¬ 
quired in the closed-end circuit television 
and broadcast television industries. 
Dynair has outstanding 5,338 shares, all 
of which are owned by Gary Gramman, 
its founder and president. Applicant has 
no interest in Dynair, and neither Dyn¬ 
air nor Gramman are affiliated with 
applicant. 

Communication incurred net losses of 
$327,000 and $358,000 for the years 
ended July 31, 1961 and 1962, respective¬ 
ly. At July 31, 1962, Communication’s 
liabilities (not including capital stock) 
exceeded its assets by $175,681. The 
application states that Communication 
has not been able to operate profitably 
due to a lack of product line and failure 
of general customer acceptance of its 
principal product. 

Dynair had net income, with no pro¬ 
vision for taxes, for the fiscal years ended 
April 30 of approximately $2,600 in 1959, 
$8,600 in 1960, $12,600 in 1961 and $4,- 
300 in 1962. Net income for the seven 
months ended November 30, 1962, was 
$9 149. 

Communication and Dynair have 
negotiated a merger agreement whereby 
Dynair would merge into Communica¬ 
tion (“surviving company’’). Communi¬ 
cation will issue to Gramman upon the 
merger 25,230 shares or approximately 
65.7 percent of the outstanding stock of 
the surviving company. Applicant, in¬ 
cident to the merger, will loan Commu¬ 


nication an additional $65,000 pursuant 
to its commitment mentioned above, in¬ 
creasing from $135,000 to $200,000 its 
holdings of 8 percent, 7-year notes of 
Communication. Applicant will then, 
upon the merger and in accordance with 
the merger agreement, engage in a series 
of transactions in which it will exchange 
holdings of securities of Communication, 
consisting of the aforementioned $200,- 
000 8 percent, 7-year notes plus $200,000 
of Communication’s convertible income 
debentures, mentioned above, for 8,860.5 
shares, or approximately 23 percent, of 
the stock of the surviving company plus 
a $100,000 8 percent, 7-year convertible 
debenture, convertible into 984.5 shares, 
or 2.5 percent, of the stock of the surviv¬ 
ing company. Applicant will also ex¬ 
ecute a new loan agreement, similar to 
the present agreement, by which the 
shareholders of the surviving company 
will agree to vote their stock to elect 
two nominees of applicant to a five man 
board of directors. 

Franklin Electronics, Inc.,* Dr. Klein 
and LaHue will hold the same number of 
shares of stock in the surviving company 
as they now hold in Communication, 
i.e., 675, 900, and 2,725 shares, respec¬ 
tively, which will constitute 1.8 percent, 
2.3 percent and 7 percent of the stock of 
the surviving company. Applicant, by 
accepting a reduction in its conversion 
privileges, enables LaHue, Dr. Klein and 
Franklin Electronics to increase their 
share in the surviving company vis-a-vis 
applicant’s share. However, applicant 
asserts that such increase is de minimis, 
and in view of the desirability of having 
all parties agree to the merger, and thus 
avoiding the exercise of rights of ap¬ 
praisal, applicant agreed to the decrease 
in its position. In addition, Gramman 
will grant LaHue the option to acquire 
from him, at a nominal consideration, 
1,015 shares of the surviving company. 
Exercise of this option will increase 
LaHue’s holdings of the surviving com¬ 
pany’s stock to an aggregate of 9.7 per¬ 
cent and reduce Gramman’s to 63.1 
percent. Applicant agreed to the par¬ 
ticipation in the surviving company ac¬ 
corded LaHue in order to induce him to 
remain part of the situation and in view 
of its interest in seeing the merger ac¬ 
complished. Dynair refused to agree to 
the merger without LaHue’s participa¬ 
tion and LaHue insisted upon receiving 
9.5 percent of the potential equity of the 
surviving company. 

Applicant considers its entire present 
investment of $335,000 in Communica¬ 
tion as risk capital. While applicant 
could force a liquidation of Communica¬ 
tion, there are insufficient assets in Com¬ 
munication to cover Applicant’s debt 
position. A liquidation of Communica¬ 
tion on December 1, 1962 would have 
enabled applicant to recover only ap¬ 
proximately $179,000, consisting of esti¬ 
mated net proceeds from liquidation of 
$56,000 and maximum possible state and 
Federal tax recovery to applicant of 
$123,000. Applicant considers it desira¬ 
ble (1) to forego the opportunity to 
realize approximately $179,000 from 
liquidation of Communication and (2) to 
advance an additional $65,000 in cash to 


Communication as merged with Dynair 
in exchange for a 23 percent equity in¬ 
terest in the surviving company and a 
convertible debenture in the principal 
amount of $100,000 which will have an 
asset coverage of almost twice this 
amount. 

The merger between Dynair and Com¬ 
munication is being accomplished at a 
cost to Gramman of 37 percent of the 
equity of Dynair, or 38.5 percent assum¬ 
ing conversion of the convertible deben¬ 
ture of the surviving company to be held 
by applicant. In return, the business of 
Dynair in which Gramman will in effect 
retain a 63 percent interest, will have 
available the services of LaHue, the 
equipment of Communication, and 
$140,000 of net working capital of Com¬ 
munication, including the additional 
$65,000 to be loaned by applicant inci¬ 
dent to the merger. The surviving com¬ 
pany will also have the benefit for tax 
purposes of Communication’s accumu¬ 
lated operating losses which amounted 
to approximately $725,000 as of July 31, 
1962, to the extent such losses can be 
utilized. 

There are no affiliations between ap¬ 
plicant, the shareholders of Communica¬ 
tion and/or Dynair and Gramman ex¬ 
cept such as may have arisen by virtue 
of applicant’s investment in Communi¬ 
cation. It is represented that the terms 
of the merger were negotiated on an 
arm’s length basis. 

Under section 2(a)(3) of the Act, 
when one person controls another per¬ 
son or owns 5 percent or more of the out¬ 
standing voting securities of such person, 
each person is an affiliate of the other. 
Section 2(a) (40) of the Act defines a 
“voting security” as any security pres¬ 
ently entitling the owner or holder there¬ 
of to vote for the election of directors 
of a company. Section 17(a) of the 
Act, in general, prohibits an affiliated 
person of an affiliated person of a regis¬ 
tered investment company from pur¬ 
chasing from, or selling to, such regis¬ 
tered investment company any security, 
with certain exceptions not applicable 
here, unless the Commission upon appli¬ 
cation pursuant to section 17(b) of the 
Act, grants an exemption from section 
17(a) of the Act after finding that the 
terms of the proposed transaction, in¬ 
cluding the consideration to be paid, are 
reasonable and fair and do not involve 
overreaching on the part of any person 
concerned, that the proposed transaction 
is consistent with the policy of each reg¬ 
istered investment company concerned, 
as recited in its registration statement 
and reports filed under the Act, and is 
consistent with the general purposes of 
the Act. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than March 
6, 1963, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for a hear¬ 
ing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his inter¬ 
est, the reason for such request and the 
issues of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communi¬ 
cation should be addressed: Secretary, 
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Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon applicant at the 
address set forth above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit or in case of an at¬ 
torney-at-law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the showing contained 
in said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Commis¬ 
sion’s own motion. 

It is ordered, That the Secretary of 
the Commission shall give notice of the 
filing of this application by mailing a 
copy of this notice by registered mail to 
the applicant and to the Director, Office 
of Investment, Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration, Washington 25, D.C.; that notice 
to all other persons shall also be given 
by publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register ; and that a general release 
of this Commission in respect of this 
notice be distributed to the press and 
mailed to the mailing list for releases. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1964; Piled, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

February 19,1963. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38170: Iron or steel casing or 
tubing to points in Oklahoma and Texas. 
Filed by Southwestern Freight Bureau, 
Agent (No. B-8348), for interested car¬ 
riers. Rates on wrought iron or steel 
oil country tubular goods, viz: Casting 
and tubing, in carloads to transit points, 
and motor vehicle beyond, from points in 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, 
also Chicago, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., and 
Milwaukee, Wis., to points and places in 
Oklahoma and Texas. 

Grounds for relief: Grouping. 


Tariff: Southwestern Freight Bureau 
tariff I.C.C. 4512. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1970; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 
8:48 ajn.] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 412] 

IDAHO 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of February, 1963, 
because of the effects of certain disasters, 
damage resulted to residences and busi¬ 
ness property located in Nez Perce 
County in the State of Idaho; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the area affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluat¬ 
ing reports of such conditions, I find 
that the conditions in such area consti¬ 
tute a catastrophe within the purview of 
the Small Business Act. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b)(1) 
of the Small Business Act may be 
received and considered by the Offices 
below indicated from persons or firms 
whose property, situated in the aforesaid 
County and areas adjacent thereto, 
suffered damage or destruction resulting 
from floods and accompanying condi¬ 
tions occurring during the week of Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1963. 

Offices 

Small Business Administration Regional 

Office, 

Smith Tower, Room 1206, 

506 2nd Avenue, 

Seattle 4, Wash. 

Small Business Administration Branch Office, 
214 Sonna Building, 910 Main Street, 

Boise, Idaho. 

2. A temporary office will be estab¬ 
lished at Spalding, Idaho, address to be 
announced locally. 

3. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the authority of this Declaration will 
not be accepted subsequent to August 31, 
1963. 

Dated: February 12,1963. 

John E. Horne, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-1965; Filed, Feb. 21, 1963; 

8:48 ajn.] 
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